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‘Cold War’ shadow-boxing 
Much. media attention during the past 
month has been focussed on Labour leader 
Neil Kinnock’s assertion, first that a future 
Labour Government would remove American 
missile bases in Britain, and, later, that such 
removal would not necessarily be immediate 
but would proceed as soon as the relaxing of 
international tension made it possible. ; 
Kinnock is of course just a small-time 
professional politician completely out of his 
depth in the big game of international power; 
his shift of position on these matters arises 
purely from the need to do a balancing act 
between the demands of the vociferous left 
inside his own party and the requirements of 
making Labour credible in the eyes of public 
opinion so as to give it a chance in the next 
election. Of the really great questions of 
global strategy he knows nothing — which 
makes his recent postures on the subject 
nothing short of comic. | 
Nevertheless, the issues with which he has 
been playing in his attempt to cut a statesman- 
like figure are ones of profound importance 
which call for much more serious consider- 
ation than they are ever likely to be given by 
party political leaders bidding for popular 
support. : 
What, to begin with, is the ‘international 
tension’ of which Mr. Kinnock speaks? He 
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THE LESBIAN RED RABBLE AT GREENHAM COMMON 
Because these people oppose American bases in Britain, it does not mean that they should 
be here 


can surely only mean the ‘cold war’ between 
the United States and Russia that has given 
rise to the ‘arms race’ which has dominated 
the world scene since 1945 and of which the 
stationing of American missile bases in this 
country is supposedly a product. 

But how much of this ‘cold war’ is a war at 
all? And how genuine is the ‘arms race‘ that is 
part of it? 

For the term ‘cold war’ to mean anything 


‘cold war’ could at any time escalate into a 


shooting war — it must first be established 
that the parties to such a ‘war’ have a conflict 
of interests so large and so fundamental as to 
make war between them a real prospect. 
Nothing said or written about the so-called 
‘cold war’ during the 40-odd years in which it 
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is supposed to have been in existence has ever 
provided convincing evidence of such a 
conflict. 

For we should never confuse a conflict of 
interests with a mere difference of political 
Systems and ideologies, whether that 
difference be real or merely superficial. In the 
real world, nations do not go to war with each 
other because they dislike each other’s polit- 
ical systems of ideologies; they only do so 
when concrete imterests have become 
incompatible — notwithstanding the fact 
that, human psychology being what it is, once 
a Clash of interests has led to the outbreak of a 
war the peoples who are asked to fight that 
war have to be induced to do so by propa- 
ganda slogans which proclaim that they are 
fighting for some abstract ‘principle’ or other. 

Do the United States and Soviet Union, 
then, have such a conflict of interests as to 


make a world war between'them conceivable?  _ 
Perhaps we may answer that question by | 


putting another question: if such a conflict of 
interests truly exists, how. would we explain | 
the fact that throughout the 40-odd years of 


`- the ‘cold war’, as well as the years of World -- 
: War Il preceding them, the United States has- 
‘constantly given economic, financial and ‘ 


technological aid to the Soviets? R 
Why, for instance, would the United States 


. time and time again rescue the Soviets from -` 
the consequences: of their disastrous. wheat: -° 
~ harvests with the supply of American wheat ~ 
` on especially generous terms? Surely, if the 
„two states had a conflict of interests of a . 

magnitude that could lead tó war between . ` 

:: them, the most elementary American interest. 
t; would dictate that the Soviets be left to suffer ` 
“from their wheat shortage rather than have — 

that shortage made good. 


And, as another instance, why would 
America’s supposed allies in the ‘cold war’, 
the countries of the EEC, regularly deliver to 
Russia the surpluses from their ‘butter moun- 


tains’ of prices far below those charged to 
their own peoples? 

From these questions, let us proceed to 
further ones. It is presumed as part of conven- 
tional wisdom that Western Europe would be 
in imminent danger of military attack from 
the Soviets were it not for the American 
armed presence here and that indeed, but for 
that presence, Western Europe could not 
resist such an attack. But just what sense 
would there be, from the Soviets’ point of 
view, in making such an attack? 

With their military resources already 
heavily committed maintaining forces of 
occupation in the East European satellite 
countries and Afghanistan — and with the 
Kremlin leaders in fact right now looking for 
a way of disengaging from the latter country 
— is it seriously to be supposed that Russia 
would contemplate an armed attack on such 
nations as West Germany, France, Britain 
and the others, and then — in the event of 
such an attack succeeding — a more or less 
permanent military occupation of those 
countries? 

And could such an attack anyway succeed? 
For these countries together have a combined 
population about equa! to that of the countries 
of the Warsaw Pact, while in industrial 


capability they are far superior. Are we really: 


to suppose that only the American presence in 
Europe shields us from defeat by the Soviets? 

It is no argument against this to say that, as 
things stand at present, the Soviets have a 
much greater nuclear arsenal than the 
combined Western European powers; just as 
long as there is in Western Europe sufficient 
nuclear capability to flatten Moscow, Lenin- 
grad, Kiev, Odessa and a dozen other Soviet 
cities before Soviet nuclear weapons wiped 
us out, that would be quite sufficient to render 
a Soviet nuclear attack on Western Europe 
unthinkable. Britain and France alone have 
such a capability, and the Kremlin knows it. 

But in these calculations we are already 
jumping far ahead of the conceivable and the 
practical. For the Soviets even to contemplate 
the colossal risk of such operations, there has 
to be a concrete national and political aim that 
would render such a risk worth considering. 
Just what aim is there that makes any sense? 
No-one has ever told us! 

The sheer fantasy of this scenario is 
compounded when we bring the United States 
into the equation. If a Soviet attack on 
Western Europe alone is inconceivable, just 
how much more inconceivable is a Soviet 
attack on the entire Western World, including 
both Western Europe and the United States? 

And particularly in circumstances in which 
the Soviet economy would grind to a halt 
without the assistance from the West of 
which we have spoken. 


When these very simple facts of world 


politics, economics and strategy are 


considered, it makes a total mockery of the. 


idea that there is any possible threat of global 
conflict between the two blocs. And from this 
it may also be deduced that the whole panto- 
mime of the East/West ‘arms race’ is equally 
absurd. ; 

And if that ‘arms race’ is an absurdity, so 
also must be the long-enacted charade of 
‘disarmament talks’ between the two sides. 

Why then have our politicians and media 
been proclaiming for the past 40 years that 
there is a ‘cold war’, that the Soviets have it 


in mind to attack the West, that an ‘arms race’ 
between East and West is in fact in being, and 
that ‘disarmament talks’ are a matter of vital 
import to the future peace of the world? 

They have been doing so for the same 
reason as numerous other pretences have been 
maintained for the same period of time: a 
deliberately contrived system of lies and 
misinformation has been, and is being, main- 
tained so as to throw a smokescreen around 
the true course of world events in our time. 

What is this true course? It is the herding of 
the nations into a one-world international 
order, which can only be achieved by use of 
the most gigantic process of deception. A 
vital part of this process of deception is the 
creation of a mythical state of ‘international 
tension’ and ‘cold war’, calculated to lead toa 
mass ‘war neurosis’ and the popular accept- 
ance of any formula offered to spare the 
world from war, including a ‘world-govern- 
ment’. . 

Once this is seen, it will be recognised that 
all ‘peace’ and ‘disarmament’ talks, all 
discussions of ‘arms limitation’ — indeed the 
whole concept of the ‘arms race’ itself — are 
a mere facade. There is no ‘arms race’ 
between the US and the Soviets because there 
is no fundamantal international conflict that 
would make such an ‘arms race’ logical. 

On the contrary, there is a state of long- 
standing international collusion between the 
two, acollusion deliberately concealed by our 
‘opinion-formers* but perceptible in a dozen 
or more different ways to ordinary people 
with an eye to world events and who have not 
lost the ability to think. 

Let us not get things wrong: because there 
is no danger of a world conflict between 
‘East’ and ‘West’ blocs as they are currently 
presented, it does not mean that there is no 
need for armaments. 

There is a very real need for armaments — 
indeed a greater need than at most times in our 
history, because never before has our exist- 
ence as a nation been less secure. 

But the threat to that existence lies, not in 
the prospect of an attack by Soviet Russia on 
the ‘Western Alliance’, but in the drive to a 
one-world state now being conducted by 
internationalist forces, forces of which the 
communist system is merely a part. The main 
thrust of this drive lies in the political, 
economic and propaganda fields, but it does 
not exclude the possibility of military action. 
Indeed such military action is likely to be 
taken against any nation that steps ‘out of 
line’ in the eyes of the internationalist powers 
that currently control the world scene. 

Our defence against this threat lies first and 


foremost in a vigorous nationalism, under- 


pinning our policies in the political, economic 
and military fields. Where the latter is 
concerned, this means the maintenance of 
Strong national armed forces, supplied with 
weapons from national sources and deployed 
wholly under national command. 

And this includes the necessity for foreign 
armed forces to be removed from British soil 
— particularly the forces of a state which, 
however friendly many of the people living 


‘under it, is as much a part of the-international- 


ist powers that threaten our existence as is the 
Soviet Union. 

The United States today in fact serves as 
the principal headquarters of those agencies 
now seeking to enslave mankind under a 


are 


world-government. To state this is not ‘anti- 
American’ for the ordinary American people 
are as much victims of these powers as we. 


Today, more than ever before, we must 
learn to differentiate between nations and 
peoples, on the one hand, and the political 
and economic power structures that govern 
and control those nations and peoples, on the 
other hand. Our sense of kinship with a large 
portion of the American people should not 
blind us, as it has done for too long, to the fact 
that the American State, as presently constit- 
uted, is in the hands of those who are the 
enemies, both of Britain and, in a wider 
sense, the entire West — including, ultim- 
ately, the real America. 

America’s role in the second half of the 
20th century has not been, as is popularly 
supposed, to act as the leader and main 
defender of the ‘free world’ against Soviet 
Communism; it has been to advance the cause 
of International Zionism — not just the 
limited and overt Zionism devoted to the 
setting up and maintenance of the state of 
Israel, but the “Greater Zionism’ of a one- 
world state and ‘super-government’ under 
which nations and races (with the exception 
of one race) will disappear. 

While America has been presented to us as 
our ‘friend’ and ‘ally’ against Soviet Comm- 
unism, when we look at the true picture of 
modern history what is revealed is that every- 
where American power and influence has 
been used to create favourable conditions for 
the spread of Communism, while that same 
power and influence have been used to 
undermine the great European states and 
empires, as it is now being used to undermine 
smaller white nation-states, such as South 
Africa. 

And if American forces are not in Europe to 
defend us against the Soviets, for what 
purpose are they over here? 

For what purpose indeed other than the 
occupation of Europe itself, the maintenance 
of a military presence in our continent that 
will provide International Zionism with a 
‘striking force’ against any nation in Europe 
that may in the future choose to defy the 
world’s Zionist masters and reassert its real 
nationhood and national independence. 

In the first place, the nation which our 
masters had chiefly in mind was Germany, 
and it is still to guard against a German 
national resurgence that US forces are present 
this side of the Atlantic, not by accident 
mainly situated in Germany. 

But in the 40-odd years that have passed 
since the American occupation of Western 
Europe in 1945 this concept has been 
extended to cover amy contingency of a 
European state, great or small, that might 
defy the global plan of which the USA has 


become the main instrument. 


British independence from the United | 
States in world affairs is an absolute necess- 
ity. This independence must be asserted in the 
military, as well as the political and econ- 
omic, fields. 

But of course no idea could be further from 
the mind of Mr. Kinnock as he speaks of 
removing US bases from this country. He is 
simply playing, like a typical politician, to his 
own little gallery as he faces, first this way, 
and then that way, in his battle of personal 
Survival within the party political cesspit. . 
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WHERE DO WE GO FROM 


GREENWICH? 


A stocktaking by JOHN TYNDALL 


THE NATIONALIST VOTE at the by- 
election im Greenwich on February 26th 
was very low imdeed. If the figures 
obtained by the British National Party and 
National Front candidates are added 
together, they come to a mere 219 votes, 
which represents 0.63 per-cent of the poll. 
This compares with 259 votes (0.74 per- 
cent) won by the same BNP candidate, Ian 
Dell, in the general election of 1983, on that 
occasion with no rival nationalist against 
him. Im 1983 the campaign was fought with 
mo personalised election address for the 
candidate, whereas im the recent by-elect- 
ion an address was posted to every house- 
hold in the constituency. 

At Greenwich this time the BNP polled 116 
votes and the NF 103 — not a large enough 
margin of difference to resolve conclusively 
the argument as to which nationalist faction 
has the greater support potential. Some may 
feel there is significance, however, in the fact 
that the NF brought into the contest as its 
candidate one of the party’s national leaders, 
whose name, as well as that of his party, was 
much more widely known than was the case 
with the BNP. Also, the NF candidate was 
much more experienced as a publicist and 
communicator than his BNP rival. Notwith- 
standing these advantages, the Front failed to 
better the BNP vote and in fact polled slightly 
lower. If this proves nothing very much, it 
does at least indicate that the NF name, 
household word though it may be, no longer 
represents any asset of special magic that 
could not be sacrificed in a future realignment 
of nationalist forces. 

Overriding all this, however, is the reality 
that a BNP/NF argument over the merits of 
the two performances would appear more 
than somewhat ridiculous in view of the 
overall tininess of both figures. The fact that 
British Nationalism only won the support of 
less than 1 per-cent of the Greenwich elector- 


ate is of far more importance than the fact that- 


the BNP beat the NF by 13 votes. 


LESSONS TO BE LEARNED 


What lessons then must we draw from the 
result? First of all, it is vitally important that 
we avoid two avenues of escape that lead us 
nowhere. 

One is to take the view of defeatism and 
despair, concluding that the British public is 
so dumb, brainwashed and apathetic that it 
will never vote in significant numbers for 
those who represent national salvation. I 
know a number of people who have adopted 
this attitude and who, after years of earnest 
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political endeavour, have quit the fight and 


- retired to their allotments, their golf courses, 


their books and their bungalows by the sea. 

The other, equally futile and negative, way 
out is that of agonised political introspection, 
looking for something wrong in our message, 
our presentation of that message, our person- 
nel, our tactics, our organisation and our 
general political approach. This is the avenue 
that leads to internal schism, and the direction 
of more energies and passion towards fighting 
each other than fighting our common foes. 

Of course there is room for improvements 
in all the areas just mentioned. We are not 
perfect. We must always be looking for ways 
of presenting our case better and ourselves 
better, and of bringing greater sophistication 
to our organisational and propaganda 
machinery, such as they are. No doubt with 
more expertise and polish applied to the 
Greenwich campaign the nationalist vote 
would nave been higher. 

But only marginally so. 

The plain fact is that, with the finest 
‘image’ and organisation in the world, nation- 
alist candidates stood no chance in the 
Greenwich by-election — under the conditi- 
ions in which that election was fought and 
with the resources currently at the disposal of 
the nationalist movement. 

Right from the start, those forces that are 
the real arbiters of British politics — forces at 
present wholly beyond our control — took 
charge of the situation and regulated how the 
contest would be waged. All the weight of the 
mass media — beside which election leaflets 


IAN DELL 
Stood no chance at Greenwich 


posted through letter boxes are as paper 
pellets compared with an arsenal of nuclear 
missiles — focussed the public mind on the 
far-left connections of the Labour candidate 
and the ‘importance’ of keeping her out. As 
the campaign warmed up, Mrs. Barnes of the 
SDP was built up as the one contestant who 
could beat Labour, and a bandwaggon in 
support of Mrs. Barnes was set rolling which 
carried all before it. Tories by the thousands 
jumped on this bandwaggon, as can be seen 
by the derisory vote given to the Conservative 
candidate. Stopping another Labour ‘hard- 
liner’ getting into the House of Commons 
became far more important than voting for the 
party and candidate of one’s preference, let 
alone the policies of which one most closely 
approved. 

We know that it does not make a half- 
pennyworth of difference to the real course of 
British affairs whether a Labour hardliner, an 
SDP softliner or a Tory merchant banker gets 
returned to Westminster in a by-election like 
Greenwich; the same gang will rule and the 
same downhill slide of the nation will 
continue. 

But Mr. and Mrs. voting public do not 
know this. To their media-conditioned 
minds, the distinctions between the rosette 
colours of these establishment puppet candid- 
ates are important; that they all serve the 
Same masters and are part of the same racket 
is simply beyond comprehension at the 
present time. 

And these are the conditions, with slight 
varations in degree, that have regulated 
British elections for many years. 


POPULAR POLICIES 


Time and time again, nationalists have 
entered these contests. They have done so 
putting forward policies on a number of major 
issues with which we know many voters are in 
sympathy. We know that the Common 
Market is not popular. We know that the 
majority wants capital punishment restored. 
We know that opposition to immigration is 
massive and support for repatriation of ethnic 
minorities almost equally so. Yet when it has 
come to the point of all these millions of 
people voting for those who represent their 
feelings on such issues all except a tiny few 
have shrunk from doing so. 

And again and again many nationalists 
have continued to draw the wrong lessons 
from this phenomenon, deducing that the face 
of the candidate couldn’t have been right, or 
that the wording of his election literature 

Contd. on next page 


wasn’t right, or that his campaign slogans 
weren't right, or that the party name, insignia 
and colours were off-putting. From this 
misconceived analysis of failure has come 
frustration, and from that frustration has 
come an orgy of internal nationalist blood- 
letting, as arguments over these essentially 
peripheral causes of failure have raged back 
and forth, degenerating in time into squalid 
power-struggles and party splits, with the 
consequent weakening of the nationalist 
movement leading to even greater political 
impotence and even lower electoral perform- 
ance. 


THE ‘NAZI’ RED HERRING 


One pet theory very dearly held by a 
number of nationalists in the 1970s was that 
millions of voters, having just read our 
election literature, were about to go out and 
put their crosses beside our candidates when a 
‘smear’ leaflet came through the door brand- 
ing us as ‘Nazis’. This, so the theory went, 
changed their minds. The solution? Carry out 
a big purge of everyone in the movement who 
has ever had any connection with ‘Nazi’ 
Organisations or doctrines, totally exclude 
any ideas or policies from our manifesto 
which our enemies might label ‘Nazi’ , and- go 
out of our way when speaking to everyone to 
stress just how ‘un-Nazi’ we are — do these 
things and all would come right: the public 
would love us and vote for us in the millions! 

Of course it never happened. 

Those who adhered to this theory split 
away from the mainstream and formed their 
own little parties on behalf of which they put 
into practice all the bright ideas that had 
nestled in their brilliant minds. The result? In 
no cases did they do better than those ‘Nazis’ 
from whom they sought to distance them- 
selves and in most cases they‘ did worse. At 
the same time, other parties were formed by 
persons with impeccable credentials of 
‘respectability’ who had never been branded 
with any kind of ‘extremism’, nor had had 
any contact with anyone who had been, and 
who went to the people with a ‘patriotic’ 
programme so sweet, reasonable and mild 
that scarcely anyone (so they thought) could 
ever object to it. They never anywhere 
obtained more than the minutest figures of 
votes. 

Again, the arguments which raged over the 
‘respectability’ factor and the damage done 
by ‘Nazi’ smears were arguments over purely 
peripheral causes of failure — if indeed they 
were ever causes at all. And, supposing they 
ever had Deen a factor in lost votes, was it 
seriously to be supposed that our enemies 
would desist from the ‘Nazi’ smears merely 
on account of the trifling fact that there was no 
truth in them? 

Once again, there was a refusal to face the 
real truths governing the performance of 
nationalist candidates in elections. These 
truths have been staring us in the face for a 
long time, but there are still today some who 
are blind to them. What then do they boil 

down to? 


| They boil down to these simple basic facts, 
which we should write large on our walls and 
read and repeat to ourselves every day:- 


` (1) The British public in modern times, 
and probably for a long time past, tend 
to vote against things rather than for 
things, against the party and candidate 
they like least rather than for the party 
and candidate they like most. They vote 
to keep someone out rather than get 
someone in. 


(2) This means that they will tend to 
vote, not for the party and candidate 
with whose manifesto they feel the 
greatest sympathy, but for the party and 
candidate most likely to be beat the 
ones for which they feel the least 
sympathy. 

(3) Like punters at racecourses, they 
will prefer to vote only for possible 
winners. A party and candidate must 
look like possible winners before stand- 
ing a chance of obtaining a vote of a: 
size that is in accordance with the level 
of sympathy felt for the policies they 
represent. And even then they may fall 
victim to the kind of ‘tactical’ voting 
practice adopted at Greenwich, so long 
as someone else looks more of a- 
possible winner than they. 


(4) The candidate’s election address 
in fact plays only a very tiny part in the 
process of persuasion by which a 
voter’s decision is made. The main 
parties engage in this practice of 
sending out an election address because 
(a) every little bit of persuasion counts, 
particularly in a close-run contest, and 
(b) to ensure everyone knows which 
candidate’s name to pair up with which 
party. Far outweighing the impact of 
this election address is the impact of the 
party’s general campaigning presence 
in the area — its canvassers, its posters, 
its loudspeaker vans, etc. — and the 
impact of television, radio and the 
press. The most sweetly worded and 
attractively printed election address 
that could be devised, and containing 
the photograph of the most appealing 
candidate possible, if not backed by a 
strong local party presence in the streets 
and on the doorsteps and at least some 
degree of attention to the candidate and 
party in question by the news media, 
will hardly be noticed, let alone widely 
read. 


Of course, the precise impact of these 


factors is going to vary a little from one 
election to another. The nature of the area, the 
composition of the electorate, the current 
political climate, the focus of the media and 
the effect of recent local and national events 
— all of these things will regulate the figure 
of our vote within certain pre-set limits. The 
recent occurrence of some major racial 
disturbance may focus voters’ minds on the 
immigration issue more than would otherwise 
have occurred, leading perhaps to greater 


attention to what we have to say on the matter. 
The non-existence of any special ‘bogey’, 
like the Labour candidate at Greenwich, may 
reduce some people’s tendency to vote negat- 
ively. The virtual certainty that a particular 
party and candidate will win, whatever 
happens, may increase the tendency of some 
to register a ‘protest vote’ in favour of 
someone else, including possibly one of our 
own candidates. Greenwich in fact produced 
possibly the very worst conditions in which a 
nationalist candidate could compete, but even 
in much better conditions there is a strict limit 
to what we can expect to do at this time and 
juncture. Such differences in conditions will, 

at best, mean that the nationalist vote will 
vary between the low and the very low. We 
must recognise this as a fact, and not work 
ourselves up into a state of neurosis speculat- 
ing as to how we may order it otherwise. 


= Nothing is more futile than worrying as to 


whether we can achieve the impossible. And 
nothing is more stupid than fighting amongst. 
ourselves over how best to achieve the 
impossible. 


HOW CAN THINGS BE CHANGED? 
Recognising these realities which place 
strict limits on the votes that nationalists can 
expect to win in elections, how best can we 
work to change them? 
We can only change them by building a 


Nationalist movement many times the 


strength of the one that exists at present. For 
every leafletter that was out at Greenwich, 
there must be 10 or 20. For every canvasser 
that was available, there must be 40 or 50. For 
every poster that went up in the neighbour- 
hood, there must be 100. The sheer size and 
weight of the nationalist presence must multi- 
ply. 

In the middle-to-late 1970s the nationalist 
movement began to attract a size of votes in 
some elections which, if not putting us yet 
among the front runners, alarmed our 
enemies and offered the prospect that, should 
the momentum continue, we would in some 
areas be starting to get people elected, first to 
local government and then later to Westmin- 
ster. As electors saw our vote rise, more and 
more of them were prepared to put their own 
votes behind us in the hope that they were 
backing a potential winner — if not a winner 
in the current election, then possibly a winner 
in the next one. Success bred success. 
Strength bred strength. 

-~ In the meantime, the impact of our activ- 
ities — large public meetings, marches 
attended by several thousands and many other 
demonstrations of our growing power — 
constituted a phenomenon in British life that 
even the always hostile mass media could not 
ignore. Our activities were never reported 
favourably — we could not expect that — but 
they were reported. And we became a talking 
point whenever and wherever politics were 
discussed. 

This was achieved — and could only have 
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WHERE DO WE GO FROM 
GREENWICH? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


been achieved — by the bulk of the nationalist 
movement being concentrated within one 
single organisation and by that organisation 
having available to it about nine-tenths of the 
financial and other resources at the disposal of 
nationalism. For that peak of strength to be 
again achieved, that same degree of unity and 
concentration must first be brought about. 

One of the vital points that we nationalists 
must succeed in getting over to the voting 
public is the futility of voting for amy of the 
established Westminster parties — that is to 
say of voting for the lesser evil in order to 
keep out the greater evil. We must make it 
understood that the downward tide of national 
fortunes is going to continue, as has been said 
before, quite regardless of which establish- 
ment party is currently on top. 

Together with this, we must get over the 
point that a vote for a nationalist candidate is 
not necessarily wasted merely because that 
candidate cannot win. When a nationalist 
candidate obtained over 16 per-cent of the 
poll, and recovered his deposit, in West 
Bromwich in the 1970s, it sent shock waves 
through the whole political spectrum, and 
sounded a warning to those in power as to just 
how precarious was their hold on the alleg- 
iance of the public and how strongly felt was 
public opinion on certain issues, notably 
immigration, which our rulers had tried to 
Sweep under the carpet. We must turn the 
whole matter round and convince people that 
it is a vote for the established parties that is 
wasted, whichever wins, and that a vote for a 
nationalist candidate who does not win is far 
from wasted if it helps him or her to obtain a 
respectable figure and thus gain in credibility. 


THE NEED FOR STRENGTH 


Of course, to get these points over requires 
a substantial electoral machine, powerful 
enough to put forward a message that is well 
and truly heard. The points were in fact made 
in a supplementary leaflet distributed by the 
BNP at Greenwich, but such leaflets are in 
themselves quite inadequate when matched 
against the hundreds-strong canvassing teams 
of the bigger parties and the daily blare of the 
national news media. We must ourselves be 
in a position to canvass on a large scale, and 
that requires manpower far in excess of the 
number presently available to the nationalist 
movement. With numbers of activists daily in 
attendance being counted between 10 and 20, 
and bearing in mind that not every activist is 
suited to be a canvasser, it is futile even to 
attempt such an operation in a constituency- 
size area — for all available personnel are 
otherwise engaged in leafletting and other 
operations. 

It must be clear from all that has so far been 
said here that the vital requirement of the 
nationalist movement in the immediate future 
is not votes in elections but the recruitment of 
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vastly greater numbers of active workers. 

The immediate target of nationalists must 
be to build a political organisation at least 10 
times the size and strength of any presently 
existing nationalist group. 


UNIFICATION A PRIORITY 


There is no question of this being possible 
unless there is first a unification of nationalist 
forces in Britain. For not only is such a unific- 
ation necessary to merge and pool the existing 
manpower and resources of nationalist 
factions, it is also necessary to encourage 
back into the ranks of active nationalism those 
many who have dropped out as a result of 
frustration at recent divisions in the national- 
alist ranks. 

The necessity for unification is beyond 
dispute. The only question to be decided is 
that of the terms under which unification is 
going to be brought about. If unification is 
achieved on terms that leave the unified 
movement with grave internal weaknesses 


that make it vulnerable to infiltration and 


take-over by its enemies, which lead it 
without effective leadership with the power of 
rapid decision and action, and which open 
the door to fresh factional strife of the kind 
that has racked certain nationalist groups over 
the past few years, it will be a complete waste 
of time even bothering to bring it about. 

This is why we in the BNP have made a 
firm stand on the principle that nationalist 
unification must take place, if it is to take 
place at all, under our leadership and with our 
type of internal party organisation, which, 
although not pleasing to everybody, has 
proved its effectiveness over several years in 
keeping out internal schism and cutting to a 
minimum the opportunities for infiltrators, 
saboteurs and subversives. 

Reverting back to the question of elections 
and votes, there is an argument that, pending 
the achievement of a unified and much 
stronger nationalist movement in this 
country, no electoral activity of any kind 
should be attempted. I do not dismiss this 
argument lightly; it is one that contains some 
merit. 


ELECTIONS ONE OF FEW 
AVENUES AVAILABLE 


On balance, however, I must counsel 
against it. The present conditions imposed 
upon nationalists by existing laws and by. 
action of the state and the numerous other 
forces arrayed against us leave us very limited 
avenues in which we have the platform and 
the freedom to present our case to the people. 
The medium of fighting elections is one of 
these. Remove it, and we will find our oppor- 
tunities to campaign even more narrowly 
restricted. 

In addition to this, there is and probably 
will always be a large section of the national- 
ist movement that will not accept any abstent- 
ion from electoral activity and which, in the 
event of a party taking such a course, are 
liable to split from that party and form a 


separate party which will continue to work in 
the electoral field. 

In effect, the withdrawal of the nationalist 
movement from elections entirely would be 
similar to telling an army that it was confined 
to barracks, where it would engage in 
drilling, instruction, ‘spit-and-polish’ and 
inspections, but would never venture out into 
the world beyond where it could function 
under conditions geared to train it for war. 
Men do not become soldiers in order to live 
that kind of life, and desertions would soon’ 
reach epidemic level if anyone tried to impose 
it upon them. 

I therefore see no alternative but to 
continue our commitment to fight elections, 
always provided that the choice of when and 
where to fight is made intelligently and 
discriminately. 


THE RIGHT PHILOSOPHY 


But if we are to continue on this course we 
must learn to do so with a degree of philos- 
ophical stoicism and detachment that some of 
our people have not yet acquired. We must 
recognise, as I have stated earlier, that at the 
moment our votes are going to vary between 
the small and the very small, that the factors 
which determine this variation are mostly 
factors outside our control, and that therefore 
we must avoid the tendency to ‘psych’ 
ourselves up to anticipate good results and 
then feel utterly demoralised when we fail to 
achieve them. 

We must regard every election fought as 
essentially an exercise to obtain a platform for 
our views and to publicise our existence as an 
alternative force in politics. We must 
anticipate a small vote and not be depressed 
when we receive it. Just so long as the 
exercise proves of benefit to us in our prime 
task, which is to make publicity and recruit, 
that is what matters. 

If we can condition our followers to look 
upon electoral activity in this way, we can 
minimise the drop-out of the dispirited and 
faint-hearted when results do not match 


expectations, as well as the internal argu- 


ments and splits that arise when some 
amongst us look for internal, rather than 
external, causes of our failures to score 
higher. In this way the strength, power and 
resources of our movement can steadily be 
built up and we can thereby acquire the means 
to increase our impact and, eventually, raise 
the level of our votes. 

Napoleon Bonaparte once said that in war 
the moral prevails in importance over the 
material in a ratio of ten to one. It has also 
been said, with substantial if not total truth, 
that a battle is lost only when it is believed to 
have been lost. British Nationalists must 
acquire an outlook and an attitude that are 
geared to victory before they can hope for the 
practical possibility of victory. A level- 
headed appreciation of what is presently 
possible, and then the determination to work 
together for the achievement of the possible, 
are the first steps in that direction. 


THE HIGHEST FORM OF 
EXPRESSION 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT appeals for a tactical 
approach which frees nationalism from the straightjacket 


of enemy propaganda stereotypes 


JUST IMAGINE a country of people, 
hard-working, diligent and patriotic; a 
country whose citizens could pursue their 
lives in safety, free from the fear of molest- 
ation and protected by the King’s peace; 
where criminals and shirkers were given 
their just deserts and where the upright 
man and woman earned true esteem; 
where self-respect was more important 
than self-gain and where morality was the 
insurance against self-inflicted physical 
and spiritual wounds; where women were 
respected and the very young and weak 
were protected, while the elderly were 
venerated with the family and within 
society as a whole. 

I am speaking of the Britain of our grand- 
fathers. Yes, in that Britain there were 
poverty and some social injustice. But 
personal pride and individual resolution, 
along with the quest for self-improvement 
were gradually demolishing the fabric of the 
insular class structure. In spite of the social 
and economic divisions, the nation was 
united as it clearly is not today. There was 
pride in Britain’s achievements, whether in 
the field of industrial expansion or in the 
success of her arms. Philanthropy, apart from 
some missionary work, was limited to these 
shores. It was a society little blemished by 
moral degeneracy in which even the impover- 
_ ished and the unemployed sought to preserve 
their personal moral standards, and without 
_ the cushioning effect of an indulgent welfare 
State. 

In this Britain, immigration was almost 
non-existent and was strictly controlled in the 
interests of the citizens of this country, while 
the mixing of the races was regarded as an act 
of degradation and alien to God’s laws. The 
size of our population was based on the 
Malthusian concept of relating it to the 
available means of subsistence. This concept 
was also reflected at the domestic level, 
where people strove not to live beyond their 
means or to have families of a size that they 
could not support. Thrift was the watchword, 
‘coupled to self-reliance as expressed in the 
colloquial dictum: ‘‘I will take nothing from 
anyone and I shall owe nothing to anyone.”’ It 
was a dishonour if a man did not provide 
adequately for his wife and children and, on 
the larger scale, it was the ultimate dishonour 
if he did not do his duty by his country. 

It was a tough life in a tough society, but 
that society was one which produced the men 


and women which made our country great and 


which set our seal as the most inventive 
industrial nation in the world. 

It is hard to believe that, less than 50 years 
on from this time, we have sunk into a cesspit 
dug by libertarian politicians, moral 
polluters, financial speculators and filleted 
clerics who appear to be in collusion with the 
Antichrist. Flights of nostalgia may be a balm 
for the anguished soul, but unless one is 
prepared to draw upon the lessons of the past 
such nostalgia becomes a useless, negative 
occupation. It is in the past where nationalism 


finds its inspiration: in truth, honour, patriot- 


ism, devotion, self-respect and above all 
morality. Let us reproduce these virtues in our 
own times and use them as the centre-piece of 
our political platform. And if we do, it is 
essential that our own members conform to 
these traditions in an exemplary manner, 
making themselves an elite such as existed in 
certain European countries in the inter-war 
years. 


CONTEMPORARY BRITAIN 


In contrast to the virtues of those former 


years, the hallmarks of contemporary British 
society are unbridled monopoly capitalism, 
linked to artificially stimulated, irresponsible 


consumerism. Easy credit (at high interest) 


feeds upon greed, and creates a new form of 
economic servitude. The national interest is 
daily placed in jeopardy by dealer- 
speculation on the London stock-market, 
where transactions for short-term gain do 
nothing to stimulate industrial growth or to 
revitalise the national economy. 

How can Britain develop an effective 
economic policy which will overcome our 
present industrial stagnation and bring about a 
significant increase in employment when our 
economic growth is determined by the 
vagaries of speculative capitalism and the 
decisions of foreigners in the EEC and in the 
boardrooms of multi-national companies 
around the world? 

And is it surprising that in this atmosphere 
of declining national sovereignty and political 
ineptitude that evil men with evil motives 
have come to the fore and created a drug- 
sodden, disease-ridden, paedophilic, deviat- 
ionist sub-culture which threatens the very 
existence of our nation? 

The problems of confronting this malaise 
have been compounded . by the artificial 


increase in population and the confusion of 


culture caused by mass immigration into this 


country since World War II — and at a time of - 


minimum economic growth. 

A nationalist government would no doubt 
solve these problems in an effective and 
radical manner, at such time as a government 
of that kind becomes possible. However, we 
are faced at the moment with advancing the 
cause of British Nationalism in an hostile 
environment and against establishment forces 
whose clear purpose is to destroy us. What a 
sad commentary when the most law-abiding 
and patriotic section of the British public is 
subjected to repressive laws aimed at depriv- 
ing it of its democratic rights so vividly 
extolled in that epitome of humbug, the 
Atlantic Charter! . 

Our great asset in fighting against these 
forces is that we have truth on our side; the 
weakness of our opponents is that they 
represent the powers of falsehood. In the 
words of Goethe:- 


“Das Wahre fordert; aus dem Irrtum entwickelt sich 


nichts, er verwickelt uns nur. ” 


(‘“Truth furthers things; error does not unravel, it 
only entangles.’’) 


The battle for truth will be a prolonged one, 
but we must keep our eyes fixed firmly on the 
long-term objective that we pursue and in the 
meantime comport ourselves in such a way 
that each of us is a visible example of the 
ideals for which we fight. It is important, for 
instance, that we do not allow represssive 
parliamentary legislation to provoke us into 
vainglorious acts which only put us out of 
commission. An activist in prison reduces our 
strength and effectiveness. It is only an irres- 
ponsible fool who obligingly places his head 
upon the enemy’s block by challenging front- 
ally the forces of law which are far too strong 


- for us. We should never compromise on 


policies or principles, but we should approach 
all situations with a perceptive common sense 
that does not give the initiative to our 
opponents. 


THE BEST TUNES 


I often reflect upon the wisdom of General 
Sir William Booth, founder of the Salvation 
Army, when he asked: ‘‘ Why should the devil 
have all the good tunes?’’ We often hear our 
opponents mouthing such words as ‘caring’ 
and ‘compassionate’ and proclaiming their 
commitment to the ‘underprivileged’ and 
‘deprived’. But in fact they do very little of 
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THE HIGHEST FORM 
OF EXPRESSION 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


effectiveness in solving the problems they 
speak about — unlike a certain pre-war 
European leader who in quite a short time put 
6 million unemployed people in his country 
back to work, as well as carrying out gigantic 
projects of urban and social renewal. I feel 
sometimes that we ‘under-expose’ our 
policies on a wide range of subjects. After all, 
the left does not have a monopoly of ‘care’ 
and ‘compassion’ . In our coming campaigns 
we should give our constructive social 
policies the exposure that they merit. Why 
indeed should the devil have all the best 
tunes? 

Do not let us fall into the trap of being 
designated a one-issue party encompassing 
only race. And in addressing the very real 
race problem let us debunk the slanders that 
‘have been levelled against us; we are mot 
hostile to immigrants, of whatever group, on 


grounds of skin colour. We are indeed 


sympathetic to the law-abiding majority of 
them in the plight in which they now find 
themselves, having been transplanted here by 
the cynical acts of speculative entrepreneurs 
and inept politicians. The older immigrants 
are in the main only victims of incomprehen- 
sible policies which have placed them in 
incompatible situations, while the younger 
ones, mostly born here, suffer a crisis of 
genetic identity and cultural disorientation. 


We often hear of their sense of rejection and 


social alienation, but is this not true of any 
being which finds itself removed from its 
natural environment? 

We favour the repatriation of these people, 
not because of hatred of them, but merely out 
of concern for the future of the total populat- 
ion. The pressures produced by irresponsible 
immigration policies and the high immigrant 
birthrate are to be seen in every job centre, 
every social security office, every housing 
department and every hospital. The evidencé 
of social incompatibility is seen in every 
Tottenham, Brixton and Bristol, in the 
Statistics for drug-pushing and many other 
crimes and in the concern expressed by some 
older immigrants that their young are being 
exposed to Western permissivness and are 
becoming divorced from their religion and 
ethnic culture. 


RESULTS OF RACE-MIXING 


. We, as nationalists, are concerned with the 
moral and spiritual degeneration of some 
to the corsruptive forces within our society. 
But we are also concerned for the fate of the 
increasing number of childrea of mixed blood 
who will belong racially and culturally to no 


long as the ‘multi-racial’ experiment is 
‘continued, and that is why we are committed 
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 SIKHS ON THE MARCH 
They want to preserve their identity just as we want to preserve ours 


to its early termination. 

We, as nationalists, must for the moment 
deal with society as it is at the moment and not 
as we would like it to be. We must face the 
realities of the present social situation and 
come to terms with the fact that ethnic minor- 
ities have a significant effect on the voting 
patterns within Britain. The ethnic minority 
vote tends increasingly to dominate elections 
in the inner city areas and it is not an exagger- 
ation to say that, in the forseeable future, it 
will determine the political complexion and 
ethnic composition of the government of our 
country. 


LOGISTICS 
Operating as we do through the democratic 


process, we cannot afford to ignore the, 


logistics with which we are faced. We must 
also recognise that the ethnic minority immig- 
rant community is not one large, monolithic 
whole. Within that community exist different 
races with different interests, prejudices and 
objectives, as well as different religions, 
castes, cultures and political persuasions. 
There is often polarisation, and even physical 
confrontation, between different ethnic 
minority groups. 

Among these groups are those who wish to 
preserve their own racial identity just as we 
do, and to protect their young, as we wish to 


protect ours, from corrupting influences. 


Some even have histories of loyal service to 
the British Crown and even regret the fall of 
the British Raj. It is true that the best way for 
these people to protect their identities is 
ultimately to return to the countries of their 
ethnic origin, but until tha: happens there are 
areas for mutual co-operation between these 
people and ourselves. Such areas would 
. include the provision of separate, culturally 
oriented education (a subject of special 


interest to fundamentalist Moslems) and the 


provision of subsidised repatriation schemes 
for those who wish to return to their home- 
lands. We should build liaison structures with _ 
these groups with whom we have an identity 
of interest and, by so doing, confound the 
‘race relations industry’ and the architects of 
the iniquitous and repressive anti-nationalist 
race legislation from which some of us have 
sufferd. 

‘Compromise’ can often be regarded as a 
symptom of ideological weakness, but the 
reappraisal of methodology needs to amount 
to no more than the assertion of principles and 
policies through strategies that are 
appropriate to current social conditions and 
the present phase of our campaign. While we 
must indeed reject all compromises of 
principle, we must effectively deploy our 
intellectual resources to combat the allegor- 
ies, lies and innuendos of our opponents 
which have created barriers between our- 
selves and many of those who should be our 
natural supporters. 

Has not the policy of racial integration 
anyway been rejected by most of the ethnic 
minority communities? Do not the majority of 
responsible Asians wish to maintain their 
culture and campaign for separate develop- 
ment and ex¢lusiveness in education? Do not 
the Sikhs campaign for an independent 
Khalistan while demonstrating hostility to 
India? Do not the Bangladeshis feel alienated 
from other Asian ethnic groups? And is it not 
true that 75,000 people of Caribbean origin 
wish to return home? 

Also, is it not a fact that responsible 
members of the black community share with 
responsible members of the white community 
an abhorrence of the social and moral 
decadence which is in evidence all around us? 

If so, there is no good cause for us to accept 
the stereotyped labels of ‘race-haters’ that our 
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THE ZIONIST ROLE IN 
RHODESIA 


An inside view, as seen by IVOR BENSON 


A SIGNIFICANTLY DIFFERENT 
version of the Rhodesian drama, in which 
the Zionist role is explained at some length, 
is presented in a book published in 
Zimbabwe, formerly Rhodesia: ‘Majuta’ 
by B.A. Kosmin, with the sub-title: ‘A 
History of the Jewish Community in 
Zimbabwe’. 

The author makes no secret of the fact that 
in Rhodesia long before the unilateral declar- 
ation of independence (UDI) the terms ‘Jew’ 
and ‘Zionist’ were, as he puts it, ‘‘almost 
interchangable.’’ He tells us that in 1967, 
when the Rhodesians were already feeling the 
bite of UN-imposed economic sanctions, the 
President of the Central African Zionist 
Organisation (CAZO), Mr. A.E. Abraham- 
son, led a delegation to Prime Minister Ian 
Smith ‘“‘to inform him of their planned 
manpower and financial aid to Israel,’’ a 
move which, he adds, ‘‘achieved the desired 
TOSUNS cua c. 

In the 1930s, says Dr. Kosmin, the per 
capita monetary contribution of Rhodesian 
Jews to the Zionist cause was the highest in 
the world, ‘‘a tradition maintained into the 
1970s’’ in spite of sanctions, which had 
virtually placed the country in a state of siege. 

Equally disproportionate, it would seem, 
was the attention lavished on Rhodesia, with 
its tiny Jewish population, by the world’s 
Zionist leaders: we read that.visitors to the 
country included Chaim Weizmann, Vladi- 
mir Jabotinsky, Nahum Sokolov, Moshe 
Sharett, Nahum Goldmann, Norman 
Bentwich, Cecil Roth and, in more recent 
time, Generals Moshe Dayan, Yigal Allon, 
Chaim Hertzog and Ezer Weizmann. 

Kosmin’s book makes it clear that a highly 
organised and powerfully united Rhodesian 


This is a reprint of Chapter 13 of the author’s 
book, THE ZIONIST FACTOR, distributed in 
Britain by Heron Books, PO Box 29, Sudbury, 
Suffolk CO10 6EF. Mr. Benson was uniquely 
placed to see the forces undermining White 
Rhodesia and leading to the setting up of the 
marxist state of ‘Zimbabwe’, as he was in 
1964/65 Information Adviser to the then 
recently elected Smith Government, after which 
he resigned when he saw that that government 
never really intended to make a strong stand on 
behalf of the Whites in the country but was in fact 
very much in the grip of international Zionism, 
despite outward appearences. 

Any emphases indicated here are those of Mr. 


Benson. 


Deputies to urge Jews to become more 


actively involved in Rhodesian politics. 

‘‘It was perhaps no coincidence,’’ says 
Kosmin, ‘‘that Jews returned to the Federal 
and Territorial Assemblies in the 1953 elect- 
ions were all actively identified with the 
community and had experience of Jewish 
organisations.”’ 

With the dissolution of the Federation of 
the Rhodesias and Nyasaland, the white 
population, including the Jewish community, 
found itself massively concentrated in 
Southern Rhodesia where there were already 


signs of growing white dissatisfaction with 
the policies being promoted by the United 
Federal Party (UFP), which had hitherto held 
the reins of power in both parliaments and in 
which, as Kosmin adds, the Jews were by 
now “‘over-represented.”’ 

Mr. Garfield Todd had been ousted as 
Southern Rhodesia’s Prime Minister for 
pressing forward too rapidly with a policy of 
racial integration, to be replaced by Sir Edgar 
Whitehead, a dyed-in-the-wool Fabian 
Socialist, who was no better and had to be 
removed. Then came the Southern Rhodesian 
general election of 1962 when the United 
Federal Party, with its constant facing-both- 
ways attitude on the race question, was swept 
out of power in a white backlash by the then 
recently established Rhodesian Front (RF) 
under the leadership of Mr. Winston Field. 


SETBACK FOR ZIONISTS 


From the Zionist point of view what had 
happened was just about the worst imagin- 
able, for the government was now firmly in 
the hands of the very people whom they had 
for years fought tooth-and-nail to keep out, 
and they now had only one representative in - 
parliament, Mr. A.E. Abrahamson, who had 
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Zionist community, which dominated the 
country’s economic life, was always totally 
opposed to independence as envisaged by the 
Rhodesian Front party, although frequently 
compelled for reasons of strategy and tactics 
to occupy positions on both sides of the battle 
line. 


‘HERRENVOLK’ 

White Rhodesia is described by Kosmin as 
a ‘‘Herrenvolk democracy’’ with political 
trends ‘‘dangerous to Jews’’, among these 
being ‘‘a greater and more exclusive British ` 
patriotism’’ engendered by World War II, to ` 
be further enhanced when British forces were 
drawn into a struggle with Irgun and other 
Zionist terrorists in Palestine. 

‘In 1952, therefore, it was firmly decided at 
the annual congress of the Jewish Board of 


THE DEFENCE THAT WAS TO BE IN VAIN 
While young soldiers like this one here were fighting to preserve White Rhodesia, the 
politicians in Salisbury were scheming to destroy her 
aaa 
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THE ZIONIST ROLE IN 
RHODESIA 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


managed to retain his UFP seat in the predom- 
inantly Jewish constituency of Bulawayo 
East. 

However, they could hardly have found a 
better man to represent them, for 
Abrahamson was President of the Jewish 
-Board of Deputies, Vice President of the 

Central African Zionist Organisation and also 
a member of the executive of the World 
Zionist Organisation. 

To make it worse for Rhodesia’s Jewish 
community — or so it seemed at the time — 
the hard-liners in the Rhodesian Front ousted 
Winston Field in a ‘cabinet revolt’ and 
replaced him with Ian Smith, who had only 
joined the RF shortly before the 1962 election 
after resigning from the UFP in which he had 
figured prominently. Smith was preferred by 
the RF as a leader, partly because he had 
considerably more parliamentary experience 
than most of the RF ‘new boys’ and partly 
because he expressed himself more vigor- 
ously in favour of securing early Rhodesian 
independence; he was also preferred as leader 
of the Rhodesian Front on the grounds that he 
was a ‘born Rhodesian’, whereas Winston 

-Field was born in Britain. Dr. Kosmin 
writes:- 

‘‘The scene was thus set for the intrusion of racial 
politics in all spheres of social action. In June 
1964, Ivor Benson, a ‘far right-wing political 
theorist’, was imported from Natal as Govern- 
ment Information Adviser. Up till that time there 
had been no coherent RF ideology but merely an 
updated amalgam of the thinking of those groups 
and factions which had opposed Huggins in the 
past. At the 1962 election the RF had fought on 
the type of programme which would have been 
advocated among the more enthusiastic Tories of 
the English shires. Law and order was advocated 
and the war service of their candidates was well 
featured. 

**Benson, however, offered the new Government 
a coherent radical right-wing policy which would 
Suit both their internal and external problems. 
Rhodesia began to be presented as the last bastion 
of Christianity and Western tradition against the 
attack of sinister forces directed from joint head- 
quarters in New York and Moscow. This type of 
insidious propaganda began to infiltrate the 
Government-controlled media of radio and telev- 
ision with attacks on the ever ubiquitous 
communists and international financiers. This of 
course was the Europeans’ answer to the Third 
World Revolutionary ideology of the African 
nationalists. .. 

‘‘The Jewish community which had been in the 
forefront of the liberal multi-racial camp felt very 
vulnerable in this heightened political atmos- 
phere...” 


‘HELPING THE AFRICAN’ 


At the 1964 proceedings of the Jewish 
Board of Deputies Congress, Mr. I.R. Rosin, 
a leading surgeon in Rhodesia, spoke optim- 
-istically about the Jewish community 
‘“‘helping the emerging African.’’ Kosmin 
quotes Rosin as saying: “‘I pay tribute to 
Northern Rhodesia for their attitude in accept- 
ing the changed political situation in their 
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country.’ 

The attitude of the Whites in Northern 
Rhodesia — now called Zambia — was, in 
fact, no different from that of Southern 
Rhodesia’s Whites, the only difference being 
that in Northern Rhodesia the Whites were 
too few to be able to offer any resistance. 

As was only to be expected, Mr. A.E. 
Abrahamson lost no time in using the shelter 
of parliamentary privilege to launch a 
viciously defamatory attack on the Rhodesian 
Government’s recently imported Information 
Adviser, quoting extensively from an assess- 
ment provided by the Zionist Weiner Institute 
of Political Studies in London. 

Rhodesia’s Zionists must have felt even 
more vulnerable when Ian Smith, anxious to 
consolidate his position among rank-and-file 
supporters of the Rhodesian Front after 
having helped to dislodge Winston Field and 
still under some suspicion as a former UFP 
parliamentary whip and cabinet minister, 
found it necessary to garnish his conservative 
image by using speeches and radio scripts 
prepared for him by his new Information 
Adviser. Indeed, it was Ian Smith’s enhanced 
conservative image which made it possible 
for the RF to administer an even more crush- 
ing defeat on the UFP in the 1965 elections in 
which Smith gained the two-thirds majority 
necessary for amendment to the constitution. 

The uneasiness among Rhodesia’ s Zionists 
is unuerstandable, for it must have seemed 
inconceivable that Rhodesia’s Whites would 
not eagerly accept the offer of what they 
lacked and so obviously needed: *‘a coherent 
policy that would suit both internal and 
external problems.”’ 


WORLDWIDE SUPPORT 


Another factor which Rhodesia’s Zionists 
found discouraging was the reaction of 
sympathy and support for Rhodesia ail over 
the Western World, where literally hundreds 
of ‘‘Friends of Rhodesian Independence”’ 
organisations came spontaneously into 
existence within a few weeks of the 
subsequent unilateral declaration of indepen- 
dence. : 

Dr. Kosmin remarks that overseas support 
for Rhodesian independence ‘‘was mainly 
confined to groups in the Western democ- 
racies which linked Zionism along with Wall 
Street and Communism as part of the three- 
prong attack on Western Christendom.”’ 

He adds: ‘‘As a result, from 1965 onwards 
Rhodesia was visited by extreme right-wing 
propagandists and known anti-Semites such 
as Eric Butler of the Australian League of 
Rights and Major Bundy of the USA. In their 
public pronouncements, such people 
studiously refrained from open anti- 
Semitism, but dwelt on the more obvious 
racial themes. However, when Col. Curtis B. 
Dall and the American Liberty Lobby visited 
Bulawayo they made anti-Jewish remarks in 
front of Jewish councillors at a civic recept- 
ion.”’ 


As events were to prove, Rhodesia’s 


Zionists had nothing to fear from a Rhodesian 


Front party that remained under the firm 
control of Prime Minister Ian Smit’ , who 
emerges in Dr. Kosmin’s book with a clean 
bill of health and without the blemish of a 
single adverse comment. 

Dr. Kosmin goes on: ‘‘The confidence of 
Rhodesian Jewry was restored in 1967, the . 
year which saw the Israeli triumphs in the 
Middle East and the departure from Rhodesia 
of the much loathed Ivor Benson.”’ 


SMITH EMBRACES ZIONISTS 


In fact, Kosmin makes it clear that the turn- 
about in the political fortunes of Rhodesia’s 
Zionists could be attributed entirely to Prime 
Minister Ian Smith after they themselves had 
been humiliatingly defeated in their efforts to 
set up an opposition to the Rhodesian Front 
with a new Rhodesian Party under the leader- 
ship of Sir Roy Welensky, and their long 
continued support of other opposition groups 
and factions, including the Centre Party. 

For it was after the most crushing defeat of 
Sir Roy Welensky in a Salisbury by-election 
and his final elimination from public life that 
the Zionists who had sponsored him offered 
their support to Prime Minister Ian Smith, 
were warmly accepted and were soon again 
‘“over-represented’”’ in government. Writes 
Kosmin:- 


‘* After the Arundel by-election the RF undertook 
a policy aimed at wooing the Jewish community 
in order to enhance European unity and convince 
some ditherers who respected Jewish opinions on 
economic questions. In the 1962 elections they 
had not fielded any Jewish candidates, but in 
1965 they put forward three successful ones: Mr. 
Joel Pincus, who was their candidate in the tradit- 
ionally Jewish seat of Bulawayo East, Mr. 
Bernard Ponter, who was surprisingly successful 
in the constituency of Willowvale with its large 
proportion of coloured voters, and Mr. Theo 
Ellison, who won Salisbury, Greenwood... 
**Thus while Ian Smith juggled the hard-line and 
pro-settlement factions within his cabinet and 
tried to prevent the emergence of any significant 
white political opposition on his left or right, the 
leaders of the Jewish community began to assert 
themselves a little more. For a long time the 
community had studiously avoided official 
contacts with the Government and there were no 
invitations to communal functions for politicians. 
This was not due to personal hostility on either 
side, for most of the people involved had gone to 
school together and knew each other socially. Ian 
Smith even had a Jewish godmother, Mrs. Tilly 
Jacobson of Gwelo.” 


One of the biggest problems whch 
presented: itself to the Zionist leaders in 
Rhodesia was that of trying to reconcile their 
own conflicting responses to economic 
warfare waged jointly by the British Govern- 
ment and the United Nations. 

They shared with these outside forces a 
strong desire to bring about the overthrow of 
White local self-determination. But they also 
realised, as Kosmin tells us, ‘‘that to the 
overseas politicians they (Rhodesia’s Jews) 
were expendable, and believing that their 
own survival and their families’ livelihood 
depended on frustrating the efforts of the 
British civil servants, they launched into a 
wholehearted campaign of sanctions-bust-_ 
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ing.” He records with evident pride:- 

**The result of this contest was easily predictable, 
for on the one side there were committed imagin- 
ative persons with a stake in what they were 
doing, and on the other impractical, faceless 
bureaucrats with no stake in the contest, who 
were much less willing to put the necessary time 
and effort into the economic war... 

*‘Jewish businessmen made use of their friends 

and relations and linguistic skills in order to evade 

the restrictions placed on their activities by the 

United Nations.’’ 

One key figure in the sanctions-busting 
operation was William Margolis, an econ- 
omic consultant to successive Rhodesian 
governments after World War II and now 
Chairman of the Grain Marketing Board, 
whose sale of $20 million worth of maize to 
Zambia (formerly Northern Rhodesia) in 
1971 served the double purpose of earning 
much-needed foreign currency and of helping 
= to feed the scores of thousands of Joshua 
Nkomo’s terrorists being trained in that 
country. 

Another was Elias (Elly) Broomberg who, 
on being re-elected in 1974, became Ian 
Smith’s Minister of Commerce. 

However, Dr. Kosmin draws a veil of 
modesty over the sheer magnitude of the 
Zionist come-back in a party which, until 
their defeat in the Arundel by-election, they 
had fought unceasingly to destroy. 


TAKEOVER OF BROADCASTING 


In 1976 when Prime Minister Smith was 
confronted with a revolt in the party and the 
resignation of twelve members of parliament, 
the party’s national chairman and many 
others, he shifted this same Elias Broomberg 
to the post of Minister of Information and 
Tourism and permitted him to fire the entire 
board of the RBS/RTV and its director- 
general Harvey Ward, and instal himself in 
undivided control of Rhodesian radio and 
television. 

By this time, then, the Rhodesian Front had 
become little more than a Zionist operation. 

In the light of this development, those 
members who had resigned from the RF to 
form the Rhodesian Action Party (RAP), and 
others who had resigned or been expelled, 
could hardly be blamed for wondering 
whether Ian Smith had not been deliberately 
planted in the RF when it had become clear 
that the RF was headed for victory in that 
1962 election. | 

Meanwhile, the anti-RF side of the Zionist 
operation was partly in the hands of lawyers 
like Ben Baron of Bulawayo (whose daughter 
Saone is married to Chester Crocker, the 
present US Secretary of State for African 
Affairs) and Leo Baron, Joshua Nkomo’s 
one-time legal adviser who later fled the 
country after a brief period of detention 
(Kosmin says he was ‘‘expelled’’), returning 


after Black ‘independence’ to take up a post. 


as an Appeal Court judge. 

Shared Zionist aims, we now find, easily 
reconciled these apparent contradictions in 
the Zionist response to the Rhodesian 
challenge. 


As events were to prove, economic 
Sanctions greatly strengthened the Jewish 
hold on Rhodesia’s commerce and industry, 
since inevitably the persons who benefitted 
most from the sanctions-busting operation 
were those mainly responsible for conducting 
it; and those most vulnerable to sanctions 
were also most vulnerable to campaigns of 
intimidation and pressure exerted by Black 
nationalist revolutionaries inside the country. 

The net result is that commerce and 
industry in the new Zimbabwe are more than 
ever concentrated in the hands of the Jews, 
with big companies powerful enough to be 
able to influence the Black politicians, and 
Strategically placed to share with them the 
abundance of money coming into the country 
in the form of low-interest loans and foreign 
aid grants. 

On the military front, too, Rhodesia’s 
Zionists demonstrated that they knew how 
best to take care of themselves as a ‘‘cultur- 
ally autonomous’’ group bent on promoting 
its own ‘‘national liberation’’ (the quoted 
words are Dr. Kosmin’s). 

There had been some diminution of the 
Jewish population shortly after the dissolut- 
ion of the Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasa- 
lane, says Kosmin, but ‘‘the most striking 
loss was in persons in their twenties’’ — the 
age group on which Rhodesia depended most 
heavily in its constantly expanding bush war. 
A.E. Abrahamson is quoted as saying in 
1973: ‘We see the elimination of almost an 
entire generation of young men and women 
who leave us to study in South Africa and 
Overseas and, save for a few, do not return.’’ 

In fact, by 1969 already, according to a 
survey quoted by Kosmin, there were only 
227 Jews (of both sexes presumably) between 
the ages of 20 and 25 in the country; there 
were then only three Jews in the police and 
only seven in the armed forces establishment 
— enough of them, at any rate, to keep the 
Jewish Board of Deputies and CAZO 
informed about what was going on in these 
two important services. 

Whatever young Jews did get into uniform 
were, as Kosmin makes clear, in the Middle 
East fighting for the Israeli state. 

Dr. Kosmin’s book is thus a rare and most 
valuable contribution to the literature of polit- 
ical science, recording with commendable 
frankness and with much detail what can be 
accomplished by a small, tightly knit, well 
organised, passionately group-conscious 
community (only 2.2 per-cent of Rhodesia’s 
White population) in preserving itself and 
advancing its long-term purposes in difficult 
and even daunting circumstances. 

The book may even provide an answer to a 
question which appears to have baffled Dr. 
Henry L. Feingold, Professor of History at 
the University of New York, who asks: “‘Is it 


possible that there is something so idiosyn- 


cratic about the Jewish presence in history, 
considering the fact that it is a community 
based on an idea and on history itself, that it 
resists the tools and thwarts the assumptions 
of modern scholarship?” 


The ‘‘much loathed’’ former Rhodesian 


Information Adviser would answer that 
question as follows: ‘‘Nothing could be more 
idiosyncratic or anomalous than the presence 
in history of a fervently self-conscious and 
ambitious nation dispersed thinly among 
innumerable other nations. For such a nation 
can only survive, as Professor Sir Arthur 
Keith has explained, by implementing a dual 
code of ethics which clearly distinguishes 
beween us and them, giving rise to a relation- 
ship between the two which is ambivalent if 
not hostile. | 

Such an idiosyncratic relationship cannot 
possibly be maintained except by means of a 
continuous exercise of the arts of mystificat- 
ion; and it is this dependence on mystification 
that makes it difficult and even hazardous for 
the Jewish community to engage in the 
writing of its own history. | 

The struggle of a predominantly British 
White Rhodesian population to avoid being 
drawn into the internationalists’ New Inter- 
national Economic Order occupies only a 
small part of Dr. Kosmin’s rather indiscreet 
history, which traces the role of the Jews 
since they entered the country before the turn 
of the century, mostly as pedlars and cattle 


dealers, to be joined later by numbers of 


‘refugees’ from Czarist Russia. The writer 
has been remarkably candid in revealing by 
what means they gained an economic foot- 
hold — the burning down of insured trading 
stores, phoney bankruptcies and currency 
smuggling being at one time highly reward- 
ing. 

The real secret of the Rhodesian Jews’ 
success, however, as we are shown quite 
plainly in the book, was that exercise of 
double-standards — one for themselves and 
one for the ‘stranger’, rigid segregation and 
group self-interest for themselves and 
‘liberal’ policies of multi-racialism and non- 
discrimination for others, all this while 
maintaining the closest co-operation with 
their co-nationals abroad. 

Yet there is not one chapter in the book 
which does not contain some reference to the 
pained surprise and reproach with which 
Rhodesia’s Jews reacted from time to time to 
signs that the rest of the white population do 
not always take kindly to such behaviour on 
the part of those whom they had so willingly 
accepted as fellow Rhodesians. 

On this we are left in no doubt by Dr. 
Kosmin: The overthrow of White rule in 
Rhodesia and its replacement with a puppet 
Black regime is fully in line with Zionism’s 
long-term requirements. 


I 


THE HIGHEST FORM 
OF EXPRESSION 
(Contd. from page 8) 


political opponents slap upon us; on the 
co , by finding common ground with 
those of other races who want for their 
peoples the same things as we want for ours, 
we can throw the smears back into the faces of 
those who have concocted them and at the 
same time immensely broaden our whole 
appeal in British politics. 
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Heroism in war and 


qualities, as ERNST ZUNDEL explains 


I WANT TO ADDRESS the subject of 
heroism. Heroism is a strange thing. It 
comes in many forms, like that of the 
mother who risks her own life to save her 
child from a burning building, the stranger 
who risks his life to save a drowning 
person, etc. Then there are the innumer- 
able examples of soldiers’ heroism in 
battle. There is no doubt whatsoever that 
soldiers, who are for the most part ‘ordin- 
ary’ men, are capable of exhibiting death- 
defying courage in the most dangerous of 
circumstances, those of battle, when other 
equally brave men are doing their best to 
kill them. | 

What makes an ordinary man into a hero 
when the bombs, bullets and shells are flying 
around him? 

Firstly, the soldier receives months, and 
even years, of training for his role in combat 
from some of the best experts his country can 
provide. 

Secondly, he is commanded by equally 
well-trained superiors who are themselves 
receiving their orders from higher auhority 
and who then pass down more detailed orders 
to the soldiers in the field. The orders fit into a 
well thought out overall plan which has the 
full authority of the state apparatus behind it, 

- and the state itself has the backing of the vast 
majority of its citizens. 

Thirdly, the soldier is provided with every 
material means to achieve his objective, even 
though it is the soldier who must supply the 
final courageous deed to achieve success. 

Fourthly, the soldier knows that he can rely 
upon his comrades to help him out of difficult 
and dangerous situations, to save his life if he 
is wounded and to help him achieve a speedy 
recovery. 

Fifthly, the soldier knows that he, in all 
likelihood, will be accorded some respect and 
status when he is captured by the enemy — at 
least this was the case in previous wars, since 
it was usually in the enemy’s own interest to 
encourage the other side’s soldiers to 
surrender, rather than fight to the death every 
time. 

Thus it is that the soldier enjoys the moral 
and material support of his homeland; how 
important that support is we have seen in the 
Vietnam War, for the faltering moral support 
on the home front sapped the morale of the 
troops in the fighting zones to an amazing 
degree. Of course, ‘democratic’ armies must 
have the moral support of the home folks. 
Imagine Napoleon’s legions’ demoralisation 
had they been heckled by the people of Paris 
who made fun of their uniforms and laughed 
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This article is a reproduction, in slightly abridged 
from, of a letter sent by German-Canadian 
activist Ernst Zundel to a friend, and later repro- 
ced in Mr. Zundel’s newsletter, obtainable from 
206 Carlton Street, Toronto, Canada M5A 
2L1. For the drawing of this item to our attention 
we are indebted to the Hungarian exiles’ news- 
letter PERSEVERENCE, obtainable from: PO 
Box 125, Merredin, WA 6415, Australia. 


at ‘liberty, equality and fraternity’, and who 
would abuse them as ‘criminals’ when they 
came home on leave. Imagine what would 
happen if the soldiers’ wives refused to sleep 
with them because they were foolishly risking 
their lives for some far-off and inscrutable 
cause, while they should be earning a decent 


THE WRITER 
Ernst Zundel hit national headlines a short 
time ago in Canada as a result of the 
famous ‘Holocaust Trial’ in which he was 
prosecuted for publishing material which 
disputed the ‘orthodox’ version of World 
War Il ‘atrocities’. After being found 
guilty, he appealed and was eventually 
awarded a retrial, which is now being 
awaited 


living and helping out at home! Above all, 
the brave soldier dues not feel alone, 
despised and unwanted by his comrades, 
his government, his people and his friends 
and family. Even if he falls in battle, he 
believes that he will be remembered and 
his memory cherished by those he leaves 
behind. The full weight of authority and 
the laws of his country reinforce his moral 
sense of security and allow him to concen- 
trate on his task, however dangerous, 
without grave dowbts and distractions of 


ON THE DIFFERENT FORMS 
OF COURAGE 


politics do not always call for the same 


internecine conflicts. 

Of course the soldier’s task demands 
heroism; that is why every state save the most 
decadent does everything possible to encour- 
age its soldiers to spare no sacrifice nor effort 
on behalf of cause and country. The Grenada 
fiasco is one indication that the United States 
is failing to inculcate the necessary heroism in 
its troops, but most of us know that this is 
merely a symptom of a serious disease in the 
American body-politic, and this example 
supports what I have been saying about 
making ordinary men into heroic men. 


POLITICAL SOLDIER FIGHTS 
ALONE 


In comparison to the soldier’s mass-prod- 
uced heroism, there is the heroism of the lone 
man or woman who embarks upon a risky and 


- dangerous task on his or her own initiative, 


without official sanctions and orders and 
without the cheers of the majority and in 
particular who does so in the political arena, 
without the slightest guarantee that he or she 
will become even a footnote in history, but 
every likelihood that no mention will be made: 
of his or her great sacrifice, should failure 
result. This is why such heroes are rarely, if 
ever, mentioned in history books. But such 
heroes are also rare because there are few 
indeed who have the strength of character to 
stand up for the things they think right, espec- 
ially since they stand against the opinion of 
the majority at the outset. I have frequently 
reflected upon those who laud the heroism of 
military men; without appreciating the lonely 
heroism of righteous individuals who do 
battle with entire states and their gigantic 
resources just because they believe that 
Officially sanctioned lies and international 
extortion rackets are wrong. Few indeed are 
capable of such heroism and rare are those 
who can appreciate the agonies, the deadly 
risks, the costly decisions and unsung sacrif- 
ices of such heroic individuals, not only for 
five or sif years of war, but for a lifetime! 
The soldier is, on the other hand, surroun- 
ded by his comrades; he is protected by the 
might and prestige of the state; he is led by 
officers who have the best maps and intelli- 
gence available; he has a well organised 
supply of materiel and reinforcements — 
unlike the lone ‘political soldier’ of today, 
who, if he has survived long enough to have 
made some slight impact on the affairs of 
men, is usually surrounded by a mixed bag of 
at best flawed individuals of all kinds of 
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ethnic backgrounds, coming from every 
Strata of society and with all levels of educat- 
ion. Rarely, if ever, are such associates 
agreed on even basic objectives and strateg- 
ies, and the political soldier whose job it is to 
lead this motley group must always strive 
against the constant tendency to go off on 
every conceivable tangent and to scramble 
every order of priorities. 

The political soldier — and that is what one 
must become if one ever wants to have any 
- Chance of success — is usually at odds with 
the rulers and the ruling establishment: the 
intellectual, social and economic elite of 
today’s oligarchies. The political soldier of 
today is the foremost enemy of the invisible 
government of pressure groups, power blocs 
and lobbies which manipulate the visible, 
official state apparatus from behind the 
scenes. Against these powers-that-be, the 
political soldier does battle — without written 
orders sanctioned by officialdom, without 
officers to lead him, without expert training, 
without an official plan or policy with which 
to orient himself and his actions. He acts 
entirely on his own and he follows his own 
instincts for what he senses is right or wrong, 
using this ‘inner pole star’ to guide his waging 
of the struggle against such fearsome odds 
that ordinary men are paralysed before them. 


UNDER POLICE SURVEILLANCE 


The political soldier of today does battle 
under the watchful eyes of a politically depen- 


dent police force, including the plethora of 
domestic, foreign, government and private 


espionage agencies such as the CIA, KGB, 
Mossad, etc. The political soldier, the 
activist, has to run the daily gauntlet of rules, 


laws, regulations, ordinances, by-laws, etc., 
which have been arrayed to stifle the free- 
doms supposedly ‘guaranteed’ by still other 
laws, but which are selectively enforced 
against the political soldier in order to crimin- 
alise him and thus protect an unjust establish- 
ment from his just acusations against it. 

The. political soldier does battle daily with 
the active opposition of those who defend the 
corrupt status-quo, while he wages at the same 
time an equal battle to overcome the apathy 
of masses of brainwashed, de-individualised, 
zombie-like, semi-educated Stimmvieh or 
geistiges lumpenproletariat who have become 
the cannon-fodder of 20th century civilisat- 
ion. Apathy is the great enemy of the 
innovator. The real and induced lethargy 
of the masses is the bane of the modern 
political soldier or activist. Inertia or down- 
ward momentum makes the daunting load 
that much heavier, for the political soldier 
must not merely struggle to lift the 
deadweight of apathy, but also the strength of 
those who struggle, not to live but to drown 
themselves in the fetid sea of degeneracy, like 
the rush of the lemmings who only exert 
themselves to die. 

For mankind, the downward momen- 


tum propels them, herdlike, into becom-. 


ing a downbred, rootless, misled, derac- 
inated mob, which dwells in modern 
equivalents of the Tower of Babel in our 
present-day cities. The task of orienting such 
a polyglot conglomeration of conflicting 
individuals is well-nigh impossible for 
anyone, least of all the single political soldier, 
who must face these devilish circumstances, 
in addition to constant harrassment from the 
corrupt authorities, who afflict him from 
every side and at every level, the media who 


MRS. THATCHER’S 


NORTH SEA BUBBLE 


THE GROWTH OF CAPITALISM and 
the birth of new financial institutions and 
practices, made possible largely by the 
Bank of England Act of 1694, resulted in 
the mushrooming of new commercial 
ventures in the early 18th century. Perhaps 
the most notable of these was the prolifer- 
ation of merchant companies encouraged 
by the government of the day. Many of 
these company flotations were notorious 
frauds, the best known of which was the 
South Sea Bubble in 1720. In that swindle, 
imvestors were imduced to put vast sums of 
money into worthless stock. 

Today, not only British investors, but 
others from all around the world are being 
induced to purchase shares in Britain’s state- 


owned companies. This privatisation of the 
nation’s assets has been aptly described by 
The Economist as ‘‘theft disguised as generos- 
ity.” The cost of the Thatcher Government’s 
“share-owning democracy’ bonanza is the 
divesting of the nation of its ownership of 
substantial capital assets which have: been 
built up as a result of decades of investment, 

using billions of pounds of taxpayers’ money, 


and in the long term to make many of the 


newly privatised industries less competitive 
and efficient. The benefit (that is to Mrs. 
Thatcher) has been to realise substantial 
Capital assets in order to finance tax-cuts and 
state hand-outs sufficiently long enough to 
buy the Prime Minister and her government 
votes en bloc at the rapidly approaching 


berate and slander his eforts, the educators 
and churchmen who oppose and vilify him in 
public while denying him the chance to 
respond to their calumnies, etc. That such a 
soldier would continue the struggle is a 
monument to the Life Force as expressed in 
the human spirit. 


RARER THAN GOLD 


Naturally, such activists and political 
soldiers are rarer than gold. Adolf Hitler once 
said that there was a terrible dearth of person- 
alities in the world and that if one finds such a 
being he should be designated ‘‘a national 
treasure’’! If personalities were so scarce in 
Hitler’s era, imagine what it is like today. 

But one need not be pessimistic. There are 
stirrings of discontent everywhere. The job 
of the activist is to agitate, to inform, to 
channel and to organise the otherwise 
futile grumblings of the disenchanted into 
a goal-directed, positive and constructive 
force for the healing and improvement of a 
sick and disoriented social order. We can 
only hope that there will be enough of these 
self-chosen heroes when the masses look for 
leadership and that they will be capable of 
doing the rescue job in time and doing it 
right. 

One day, decades from now, someone 
might even write a book about the hero of 
today, the unknown political soldier who 
engaged himself in an epic struggle for 
truth, freedom and justice. History is the 
judge, not only of those who exert them- 
selves heroically to make it, but of those 
who merely stand and watch from sidelines 
and of those who chronicle it. 


MALVERN TIPPING takes a closer look at the 
Government’s privatisation policy 


general election. Furthermore, Mrs. Thatcher 
no doubt prays that the 6 million budding 
capitalists who have now acquired equity 
stock as a consequence of what the late Lord 
Stockton described as ‘‘selling off the family 
silver’’ can now be counted upon the shore up 
the entire crumbling edifice of Tory rule by 
voting Conservative in a knee-jerk fashion 
when the election comes. 

The cost of the floatations has not been 
paltry. For example, that of floating Mrs. 
Thatcher’s recent North Sea Bubble, British 
Gas, was in the order of £300 million. The 
cost of the whole privatisation programme so 
far has been £2.5 billion, largely due to the 
under-pricing of shares at floatation. This 
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MRS. THATCHER'S 
NORTH SEA BUBBLE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


phenomenon has been the hallmark of the 
present government since Amersham Inter- 
national was privatised in the Spring of 1982. 
It seems that Mrs. Thatcher realises that to 
Survive she needs to use privatisation, not 
only to buy votes, but also to enable her 
paymasters to make a quick buck. 

The new structures of ownership that have 


arisen within the recently privatised indust- gases 


ries militate against the very competitiveness 
and efficiency that the government is always 


calling for. Competitiveness and efficiency | 


are not enhanced unless there is genuine 
competition. In the case of earlier privatisat- 
ions, this did sometimes result. The National 
Freight Corporation was a great success, due 
largely to a management buy-out. Likewise, 
the National Bus Company has been a success 
_ Story. | 


NEED FOR COMPETITION 


Efficiency is created by competition rather 
than by ownership. John Winward of the 
National Consumer Council has stated that, 
prior to privatisation, the gas industry should 
have been broken up in order to avoid a 
monopoly. However, this was not to be and 
British Gas was privatised intact. This body 
still has a stranglehold on purchasing gas 
from the North Sea; it continues to have a 
monopoly of the sale of gas; and it even 
retains its monopoly of selling gas 
appliances. Also the objectives and 
obligations of the newly privatised BG 
remain the same as those which existed when 
it was a state-owned industry. Likewise, the 
industry continues to be regulated by the 


Department of Energy. Thus all that privatis- 


ation has achieved in this instance, as in 
others, is to turn a state monopoly into a 
private monopoly. 

Private ownership in itself should not be 
criticised. Indeed where competition can be 


generated it is infinitely preferable to state- 


ownership. In such cases, the arguments 


that efficiency and consumer choice will. 


prevail certainly hold water. However, for the 
creation of private monopolies the 
government does not have an ounce of justif- 
ication. Where monopolies do exist — and 
they are necessary in some instances — then it 
is desirable that the state should retain both 
control and ownership to ensure that 
resources are used in the national interest. 
According to Professor Scott Atkinson of the 
University of Georgia, privatisation alone 
would achieve nothing to the benefit of the 
public, and there would be ‘‘no benefit to the 
consumer in.the way of a price reduction. ”’ 
The government persistently claims that by 
creating millions of new shareholders it will 
strengthen and improve British industry. 
Again this is a totally fallacious argument. 
Indeed back in the spritual homeland of the 


‘free-marketeers’, the United States, the — 
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A case where privatised and publicly owned concerns operate under laws of vigorous 
competition. This is not the case, however, with recently privatised industries, which 
still operate as monopolies 


evidence is to the contrary. There share- 
ownership has doubled in the last decade to 
embrace a fifth of the population. But this has 
not resulted in greater efficiency; on the 
contrary, it has led to economic stagnation. 
The potential for business with mass share- 
ownership to develop wealth is stunted by the 
stock market. This state of affairs arises 
because, in order to safeguard their own well- 
being, managers of such companies are only 
interested in short-term financial perform- 
ances. They can only allow themselves to 
influenced by factors which affect share 
values, dividends and earnings per share. 
Otherwise such managers run the risk of 
losing their jobs. Naturally, this has been to 
the detriment of long-term projects, new 
technologies and research and development. 
The story from across the Atalantic will 
surely be repeated here in Britain now that the 
government has created a ‘share-owning- 
democracy’ (or, more aptly, share-owning 
free-for-all). This is going to starve Britain of 
a number of very necessary long-term 
projects, new technologies and R&D which 
we will need if we are to have any chance of 
rebuilding our declining industrial base. 


HOLD OF THE STOCK MARKET 


The hold which the stock market exercises 
over British industry needs to be broken. In 
West Germany, the Frankfurt stock 
exchange, which is the main institution of its 
kind in that country, is only open for 2 hours a 
day. Moreover, 80 per-cent of German 
companies are not publicly quoted. Conseq- 
ently, German industries are not dominated 


‘by stock exchange dealing and German 


management does not feel, to the extent of its 
British counterpart, constrained by the short- 


term whims of the newly enfranchised share- 


owning democrats. As has recently been 
witnessed, West Germany has been able to 
invest far more in new technologies and 
research and development than Britain. 


One of the ways in which Britain can 
revitalise her industries is to recognise the 
failings of the privatisation policy and the 
general philosophy of mass share-ownership, 
and to free British managers from the 
constrants which prevent them thinking in the 
long term. It is this, incorporated into an 
overall policy of economic nationalism, 
rather than Thatcher’s casino economy, 
which is needed to ensure Britain’s economic 
recovery. To recover properly, we must 
create new wealth rather than merely churn 
existing wealth around. The dogma of mass 
share-ownership should not be permitted to 
strangle our economic life. It is infinitely 
preferable that our industries are owned and 
controlled by those who manage and work in 
them rather than by outside investors who 
owe no loyalty to any particular company but 
whose allegiance is instead to share price- 
rises and quick capital gains. 

The government’s assertion that the privat- 
isation of state industries would result in the 
regeneration of the British economy was a 
downright fraud. The government, in making 
this claim, was insincere and cynical, 
because, though it promised that privatisation 
would make industries more efficient through 
increased competitiveness, nothing was 
actually done to ensure the competition that is 
necessary to that end. On the contrary, state 
monopolies were converted into private 
monopolies, with a consequent loss of 


‘nation&l regulation. Also the privatisation 


philosophy was was cynically exploited as a 
vote-catcher. As a slogan, it appealed to the 
British spirit of fair competition; but it ended © 
up by becoming an unstoppable monster, so. 
that the pressure has remained on the govern- 
mient to keep up the momentum of privatisat- 
ion whatever the consequences. More to the 
point, the Tories perceived that they would 
gain politically, not only in the form of the 
votes of millions of small shareholders, but 
by putting huge profits up for grabs by their 


friends and masters in the City. 


SIR: Jewish people and organisations have 
been in the forefront of those pressuring 


successive governments into ever more 
draconian legislation to combat what they 
perceive as ‘racism’. Given this Jewish 
pressure, it is worth examining how Jews 
behave in their own state of Israel. I quote 
from an article in issue no. 8 of Jewish Social- 
ist, published in London:- 


“The draft bill for a law against incitement to 
racism is the most talked-about draft bill to reach 
the Knesset in recent years. There are many who 
mistakenly think that if this bill is passed by the 
Knesset and enacted as law it will make a decisive 
contribution towards rooting out racism and 
cleaning the Israeli social fabric. The truth, 
however, is another matter. If this draft bill 
becomes law, racism will not vanish from the 
state of Israel. Racist institutions and organisat- 
ions, as well as racist laws, regulations and 
procedures, will remain unaffected. Discriminat- 
ion will continue as in the past. . 

**The law may perhaps serve to restrict Kahane’s 
(Rabbi Meir Kahane, the Jewish Fascist leader) 
lattitude of operation. Just maybe. , There is no 
certainty that this will in fact take place. But what 
can be stated without the slightest doubt is that the 
law will function to provide a democratic cloak to 
cover over the racist policies which are indeed 
actual common practice in Israel; it will function 
to clothe ugly deeds and practices in a speciously 
attractive mantle. 
‘*Translator’s postscript: After a closing last-hour 
-before-the-summer-recess debate, the Knesset 
finally voted the anti-racism bill into law on 
August 6th; its ratification in a dangerously 
diluted form is a step that many observers believe 
may actually serve to legitimise racist incitements 
that make use of religious texts — and statements 
based on them are specifically excluded from the 
law. In an August 7th editorial, the liberal Zionist 
Jerusalem Post expressed its dismay: ‘If the 
Knesset had actually intended to promote racism - 
by seeming to ban incitement to it, it could not 
have done better. For what it has legislated is the 
grant of a kashrut certificate to all racists who put 
a religious label on their wares. Even Meir 
Kahane, sensing the inherent contradictions in- 
the bill and the dialectical irony of the moment, 
voted in favour of the legislation. All of which is 
proof that a state apparatus and ideology predic- 
ated on ethno-religious exclusivism and institut- 
ionalised racism cannot be expected to pass laws 
which might function as the tools of its own 
abrogation and demise.’ ”’ 


MARTIN DWYER 


Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: This is my first letter to your magazine, 
but as a long-suffering and committed 
member of the nationalist movement I feel 


that this is an appropriate time to voice 
publicly my concern at the lack of intelligent 
approach to political tactics of all sections of 
nationalist thinking. The recent Greenwich 


by-election has surely highlighted the sheer . 


folly of disunity in the nationalist camp. 
The votes gained by both the BNP and the 
NF were abysmal by any standards, but after 


some 20 years of sustained activity in the 


Capital city of this land, and in view of the 
glaring problems that its people have to 
contend with, this humiliation of all national- 
ists is a scandal that surely we can no longer 
tolerate. 

I make no criticism of you, who, together 
with Stanley Clayton-Garnett, have perhaps 
done more to try to heal old wounds in the 
movement than any other nationalists of 


‘influence, but the time has surely come when 


all intelligent nationalists, no matter which 
faction they support, must realise that petty 
ambitions, jealousies and jockeying for posit- 
ion have reduced us from a potential force to 
be reckoned with to a sick, sad political joke. 
Two nationalist candidates at Greenwich 
polled less votes than the BNP candidate at 
the last general election, whereas a by-elect- 
ion should have produced significantly more 
votes had there been only one candidate and a 
concentration of resources, both financial and 
in terms of manpower. 

May I through your columns appeal to all 
sensible readers to work for unity and recon- 
ciliation, because unless we work as one 
united movement we can never progress. 

R.A. BUCK 
Leeds 


SIR: Concerning Macmillan, when the 
sickening eulogies and panegyrics had 
abated, it was a relief to read your objective 
comments in the January issue and Ronald 
Rickcord’s article in February on this man’s 
sinister character and history. | 
It is my considered opinion that Harold 
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‘Macmillan was what is known as a ‘sleeper’, 


serving Soviet Communism. Nikolai Tolstoy 
hinted at this in his earlier work, Stalin’s Secret 
War (Jonathan Cape, 1981), when he said on 
page 336: ‘Vastly more rewarding (to the 
Soviet NKVD)...was the gaining of control 
over prominent decision-making figures in a 
foreign governmental machine. Once 
secured, such figures were usually turned into 
a ‘sleeper apparatus’. Their task was to do 
nothing at all, possibly for years. Then, when 
they were activated, they might perform some 
signal service, betraying a crucial secret or, 
most valuable of all, actually using their 
power to influence policies in such a way as to 


j advance the interests of the Soviet Union. 


‘The primary purpose,’ a former Soviet agent 
confessed, ‘was not to acquire. ..information, 
but to move up rapidly within the govern- 
ment.’ ”’ 

Certainly, Macmillan performed those 
services and fulfilled that requirement, with 
his part in the tragic Klagenfurt episode, his 
infamous ‘Winds of Change’ speech in Africa 
and his career-long betrayal of Britain; all to 
the advantage of the Soviet Union. } 

Perhaps a determined delving into the facts 
of Macmillan’s student days and early assoc- 
iations will reveal the influences and springs 
which motivated him. He showed himself to 
be a very vain man of subtle but shallow 
intellect, who thrived on applause and adulat- 
ion — fatal personal flaws in one who would 
be a ‘world statesman’. 

L. FRASER 
Frinton, Essex 


SIR: In spite of the dishonest narration, the 
recent documentary series ‘The World at 
War’ was still well worth watching. 

Once one is able completely to disregard 
the narrator and allow the visual and subtle 
elements of the film to filter through, the truth 
of those monumental events can be 
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LETTERS 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


perceived, although perhaps mainly in the 
metaphysical sense. 

One feels immediate empathy with the 
German forces, the facial expression of the 
soldier and the general attitude and movement 
of the men. These speak volumes to me. 

Anyone who ‘feels’ the great C Major 
chord of Die Meistersinger can experience the 
same feeling when seeing film of the German 
Army on the move, in the intimate shots as 
well as in the spectacular advances. 

The faces of those men reveal an image to 
me of the character and general disposition of 
the soldiers of Athens and Sparta — the 
ghosts of the German 4th and 6th Armies 
fighting on the Russian Front, just as the 
Greek Armies confronted the Persian hordes. 

I have before me a constant impression of a 
united army, lifted by the very ideal of taking 
Beethoven from Berlin to the Urals, and 
behind them a truly historic leader of 
towering ability, who they know is the sheer 
personification of all they themselves love. 

It would be difficult to imagine that, even 
in the face of certain death, there could be a 
better way to die than for such a great and 
noble cause. 

P.A. FORDER-WHITE 
Alderholt, Dorset 


SIR: With reference to Wilmot Robertson’s 
article ‘Mother Nature Strikes Back’, while 
agreeing with everything he has written I 
would like to ask: who is this Mother Nature? 
Is Mr. Robertson allying himself with the 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 25pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95. 
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THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and schol- 
arly account of what race means and how the concept has 
ected human thinking. A specialist book but one of 
great importance. 1974, 625pp. 
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GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This topical and fact- 
ual study makes it plain that we are not simply confronted 
with odd teachers here and there abusing their positions 
but a whole network of organisations and institutions, 
some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 
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pseudo-christian churches that are ordaining 
lesbian priestesses or with the corrupt BBC 
who are recommending the Hindu Mother 
God? If he cannot make his mind up whether 
there is a creative principle or not, why cover 
it up with an airy-fairy term ‘Mother Nature’? 
Why not go the whole hog and call it ‘God’? 
After all, God is good and homosexuality is 
evil. 

Now let me get a little boring: The ancients 
stated in Leviticus 11, Verse 43:- ‘‘Ye shall not 
make yourself abominable with any creeping 
thing that creepeth, neither shall ye make 
yourselves unclean with them, that ye shall be 
defiled thereby.’’ — and in Leviticus 18, Verse 
22:- ‘‘Thous shalt not lie with mankind as 
with womankind; it is abominable.’’ Finally, 
Leviticus 20, Verse 13:- ‘‘If aman also lie with 
mankind as he lieth with a woman both of 
them have committed an abomination; they 
shall be put to death; their blood shall be upon 
them.” 

(Capt.) KENNETH McKILLIAM 
Lympne, Kent 


SIR: I read with interest Dr. Morley’s comm- 
ents on my article which appeared in the 
February issue, and I agree with the bulk of 
his observations. However, I do feel there is 
some requirement for clarification on my 
part. 
First, I have never advocated that the 
United Kingdom should withdraw from the 
EEC merely so that British subjects could be 
tried under British law. Obviously, the issue 
of EEC membership is far more complex than 
this. The reason why my article did not touch 
upon other issues was because it was about 
the passage of the European Communities 
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THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational expos- 
ure by anon-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 1982, 
904 pp. 
TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kittle Little) 
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1979, 24pp. 
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OOp. 


(Amendment) Bill, and that legislation is 
intended specifically to ratify and incorporate 
into British law the Single European Act, 
which deals principally with constitutional 
and legal matters, including the right of a 
Briton to be tried under British law. 
Second, I would respectfully put it to Dr. 
Morley that he misses the point regarding the 
benefits of the Common Law which we enjoy 
in Britain. Granted, British Nationalists have 
been treated savagely in recent political 
show-trials in this country. However, this is 
the fault of statute, which is determined by 
parliament, and by those who administer the 
law; it is not the fault of the Common Law, 
which is what I said should continue to 
prevail. In fact the Common Law evolved in 
the Middle Ages to protect the citizen from 
the excesses of the State. I find this infinitely 
preferable to a codified law determined by 
European bureaucrats, who I am quite sure 
would do nothing for the protection of the 
freedoms and rights of individual Britons. 
Dr. Morley is absolutely correct when he 
States that the legal profession urgently needs 
a clean-up. However, the removal of its self- 
regulating status would not suffice, since 
control would pass to the government, 
through either the Home Office, the Lord 
Chancellor’s office or a new Ministry of 
Justice akin to most of those on the Continent. 
This, I fear, would result in a ‘jumping from 
the fat into the fire’! The only real answer is — 
the coming to power of a nationalist govern- 
ment and a consequent change of ethics 
within the whole profession. 
MALVERN TIPPING 
Rochford, Essex 
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Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
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fields. 643pp. 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. | 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
eras piace A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 

iblical times, packed with little-known and long-supp- 
ressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. 
Hoar) £15.00. One of the most serious and detailed 
accounts of financial manipulation ever published. From 
the time of the American Revolution to the present, we 
are given names, dates and facts. The material originally 
appeared in the journal American Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 
THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. , 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of | 


the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free from: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 


British National Party policies on the main national 


‘issues. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 


imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex-: 


plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 


successive governments. A brief and concise argument 


for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 


with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 


enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet quéstioning people on 
their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 
with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000 with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. 
Hen with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Large posters (17.7in. x 25.2in) 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
to be filled in that is appropriate to the occasion. Avail- 
able only to accredited BNP regional, branch or group 
Organisers. 


These large-size posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 


10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estim- 
ate postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in. x 17.7in.) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
‘us end it! Collage of 1985 riot photos. 
‘Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
_ Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 


She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 | 


million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban umports? Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
CND are Moscow’s puppets. Don’t be fooled by them. 
Keep Britain’s bomb. Drawing of Soviet Army General 
manipulating nuclear disarmers on puppet strings. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 


These posters contain the BNP name and address and 
logo in red, white and blue and are priced: 1-9 at 12p 
each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p 
= each. should be estimated on the basis of one 
poster weighing 10g. 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


NEW B.N.P. STICKERS 
New stickers with sloagns:- 
Fight subversion: smash Communism! 
Put British people before aliens! (same as poster). 
Start repatriation! 
Make Britain strong! (same as poster). 
Ban imports! (same as poster). 
tamp out muggers! (same as poster). 
a IRA. murderers! (same as poster). 


nation’’ 


Keep Britain’s bomb! {same as poster). 


Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster Brit- 
ish! 


Love the white race: protect its future! 


‘Abortion is child-murder: make it illegal! 


Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, 
white and blue. Price: £4 per 1,000 plus 98p p&p. Orders 
with cash to PO Box 446. London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 
Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP nasignal rally in Lon- 


don on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘*Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches trom the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don.on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: *“The coming 
British Revolution’” 


Tyndall speaks I; Two studio talks:- 


Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage?’ 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘‘Britain’s economic crisis’’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of ‘‘The case for Nationalism’’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished). 


Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Tragedy of the 20th Cen-. 


tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of ‘“Why we must repatriate” 
Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p p&p. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


‚British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 


free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 
carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 
with the worlds *‘British National Party — for race and 
. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wall. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, White Men Awake!, My Skin is White 


Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members of , 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. - 


Available at 3.50 plus 70p p&p. Copies of lyrics sent 
with each . Orders with cash to Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 
Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP red, white 
and blue logo. Available at £4.50 post-free. 

BNP round stickers bearing party logo with name and 
address. 2'2in diameter: £4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p 
(collected £4 per roll); 2in diameter £4.25 per roll of 500 
(collected £3.85 per roll); 1⁄2in diameter: £3.25 per roll 
of 500 (collected £2.95 per roll). 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo, name and address, 


with slogans:- (1) A new way forward for Britain; (2) | 


Stop the riots — peace through repatriation; (3) 
Smash the IRA — keep Ulster British; (4) Release 
triotic political prisoners; (5) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot- free zone; (6) Our country — love it or 
lose it! £4.70 per roll of 500 inc. p&p. Rolls of 100 
stickers also available with different slogans — 
minimum order 500. 
BNP beer mats with party logo, name and address. 
Slogan: British Nationalism is working for our people 
— let’s rebuild Britain now! Ideal recruitment aid for 
leaving in pubs or for nationalist socials. Samples for £1 
or packs for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 


3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen 6 for £1 inc: p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 
type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 


BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
Statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


~ Orders with cash to Norwich BNP, PO Box 107, Norwich 


NR2 2SR. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 
Pens bearing the slogan “British National Party — for 
race and nation’’. Sample for 22p post-free.. 


Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpoo. 


£69 8AJ. 
CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 


defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 


national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 


from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 
THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from::PO Box 1211, 


Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 

Key rings with attachment containing BNP party logo in 
red, white and blue. £1.75 inc. p&p from: PO Box 457, 
London SE20 7QE. 


POPULAR ITEMS 
Prices on this page 


BNP Recordings 


- TYNDALL SPEAKS It 


BNP Recordings 


| RALLY ‘82 


SIDE 1 
Speeches by Charles Parker 
and Ray Hill 

SIDE 2 

Speech by John Tyndall 


Protect our women 
and old folk 


‘ 
K 
ys 


N 


STAMP OUT patr d 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


POBOX 446, London §E23 2L5 
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There is now a strong possiblity that a general 
election will be called in June of this year! 

if this should happen, it is now probable that the 
British National Party will be able to realise its aim 
of fighting 20-25 seats with first class election 
campaigns, including a printed election addresses 
posted to every home in the constituencies fought. 

it would be thoroughly desirable, however, to up 
the total number of seats contested to over 50 — 
thus qualifying again for broadcasting time. 

Even if, in the remaining seats, no proper 
Campaign could be conducted in support of the 
candidates, so long as the candidates could be 
found and the deposits raised, we would still go on 
the air! 

The party can find the candidates. It is just a 
matter of raising the deposits. 

In order to do this, the BNP is appealing to all 
members and supporters to contribute to an 
upgraded Election Fund target of £15,000. If this 


Election Fund: £15,000 needed! 


sum can be raised, the 50 seats can be fought and 
broadcasting time earned. 

The party needs to be able to raise at least half 
this figure, £7,500, BY THE END OF APRIL — so that 
it can make its plans to fight the extra seats. 

Now is the time, as never before, when the party 
is appealing to all its supporters to make the 
highest sacrifices of which they are capable. In 
order to give ABSOLUTE PRIORITY to the Election 
Fund, the party is not appealing for the moment for 
any further monies for the Headquarters Fund. 
However — and this is important! — should the 
donations received in answer to this emergency 
Election Fund appeal not be sufficient to enable the 
party to fight the 50 seats, the monies in question 
will be allocated to the Headquarters Fund. So 
everyone has the assurance that their money will 
not be wasted. 

All donations should be marked ‘Election Fund’ 


SUSPECTED 
SABOTAGE 
OF POST 


We have been asked to make an 
important announcement on behalf 
of the head office of the British 
National Party. 

In recent weeks the office has 
received an unduly high number of 
complaints from new members, as 
well as existing members, that they 
had sent membership subscriptions 
off a long time ago and had received 
no membership cards for 1987 in 
return. 

On investigating these complaints, 
the BNP office has found that in 
practically all cases the subscriptions 
were received and recorded and the 
cards sent off. There was some delay 
in the second part of December and 
the first part of January due to staff 
being on leave, but by the second half 
of January all items were dealt with 
and everything was up to date. 

We are virtually certain that the 
failure of these members to get their 
cards is due to deliberate sabotage in 
the postal service in one of the areas 
from which party items are regularly 
posted, and we have made a formal 
complaint to the head postmaster in 
that area. 

In the meantime, the BNP and this 

ine expresses its regret to all 
those who have been inconvenienced 
and caused annoyance by this loss of 
items in the mail. In all cases where 
BNP membership cards and other 
items paid for have not arrived, 
replacements will be sent. 
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IS THIS A PAPER SALES 
RECORD? 


LAST MONTH Bromley activists Bryan 
Phillips and Adam Saunders went out selling 
British Nationalist newspaper in an area 
bordering on the Downham Estate. In one 
run, out of 20 householders who opened the 
door they sold to no less than 17! 

This surely must be a party record — or 
very near it. Are there any other activists who 


have bettered that figure in so few calls? If so, © 


we would like to hear of them. In the 
meantime, congratulations to Bryan and 
Adam. l 

The Downham Estate has incidentally been 


referred to by one disgruntled local Labour 


councillor as a ‘nest of fascists’! 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


plus 37p post 

plus £1.00 post 
plus £1.90 post 
plus £2.35 post 

£12.00 plus £2.55 post 
£15.00 plus £2.75 post 
£21.00 plus £2.95 post 
£26.00 plus £3.25 post. 
£32.00: ) Bulk rates 

) by Roadline 


£1.20 


10 copies 
£2.70 


25 copies 

50 copies 
100 copies 
150 copies 
200 copies 
300 copies 

‘ 400 copies 
500 copies 
1,000 copies 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British Nat- 
ionalist totally separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion and 
delay. , 


and seni to: BNP, PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


upon 


IN THIS MAGAZINE there occur from time | 
to time articles and reports which refiect 
unfavourably on some sections of the 
racial minorities in Britain, such as facts 
about crime, rioting, etc. These facts, and 
any opinions that are expressed in 
connection with them, are intended to 
persuade our readers of the failure of 
multi-racialism, not to encourage anyone 
to express hatred against members of 
racial minority groups. We oppose this 
hatred because it is entirely counter- 
productive and diverts attention from the 
real issue, which is that native British 
Whites and coloured immigrants should 
be SEPARATED — in the interests of both. 
There are a number of members of racial 
minorities who agree with us in this view, 
and we weicome their co-operation in 
achieving our common goal, which is 
peaceful and humane repatriation or 
resettlement of racial minorities in 
countries overseas. 

We are fully aware, when we make refer- 


:ence to anti-social behaviour by racial 


minority members, that there is much 
anti-social behaviour also by native 
Whites, for instance football hooliganism, 
which is a mainly white phenomenon. 
When this anti-social behaviour by Whites 


occurs, we condemn it as much as we 


condemn similar behaviour by coloureds. 
Just as we feel it legitimate, however, to 
point out that football hooliganism is a 
form of behaviour for which Whites are 
mainly responsible, so we aiso maintain it 
to be legitimate, when racial minorities are 
implicated in certain forms of anti-social 
or criminal behaviour out of proportion to 
their numbers, to report this frankly and to 
discuss its implications for Britain’s 
future. | 

In conclusion, we urge all those-who 
feel angered by the results of the multi- 
racial experiment not to vent their anger 
innocent members of racial 
minorities, but to join with us in taking 
lawtul political action to oppose the polit- 
iclans who have created the problem. 


Correction 


CARDIFF branch of the British National 
Party has asked us to point out an error which 
occurred in a write-up in The Flag, organ of 
the National Front Support Group. In this 
write-up it was claimed that the address of the 
National Front in South Wales was PO Box 
214, Cardiff CF3 9YB. This address is in fact 
that of the Cardiff and South Wales unit of the 
British National Party. Notification of this 
has been sent to the publishers of The Flag and 
it is hoped that a correction will duly appear in 
that paper. 


SOUTH WALES 
NATIONAL 
FRONT 


1987 SAW the re-launch of a South 
Wales unit of the National Front. 


Organiser, Don Spry and his 
committee hope to rebuild the 
party in an area where the 
potential has never fully been 
realised. 

The South Wales National Front 
can be contacted by writing to:- 
The Secretary, P.O.Box 214, 
Cardiff, CF3 9YB. 


WRONG! 
In this write-up in ‘The Flag’ the BNP 
South Wales box number is falsely given as 
the local National Front address 


MOSLEY: RIGHT OR WRONG? 1961 
paperback. £2.00 post-paid. Cheques, 
postal orders leave payee blank. Box 23, 
Spearhead, PO Box 446, London SE23 
2LS. 


Tyneside BNP hits local 
headlines with defeat of 


TYNESIDE ACTIVISTS of the British 


National Party had a vigorous encounter on 
the 24th Febuary with a gang of left-wingers 
who had organised in their locality with the 
aim of campaigning against, and if possible 
physically smashing, the BNP. This took 
place at a public meeting called by the Tyne- 
side “Anti-Fascist Association’, under which 
seemingly innocent name has assembled a 
motley of militant red extremists from the 
area. The meeting was advertised as being 
public in the local press and so the BNP 
activists decided to attend it in order to 
present a balanced argument instead of the 
one-sided one that was clearly intended by the 
organisers. 

The BNP men went along peacefully with 
the intention of doing no more than ask 
questions. When they arrived to do so, 
however, the organisers — clearly frightened 
of exposure — decided to make the meeting 
‘private’ and tried to eject the nationalists. 
When the latter declined to leave, claiming 


quite justifiably that the meeting had been 


advertised as ‘public’, the ‘Anti-Fascists’ 
tried to use force to throw them out. A fight 
ensued in which the ‘Anti-Fascists’ came off 
decidedly the worst. As a result of this, they 
went whining to the police and asked for 
protection and for the BNP men to be arrested 
— something of a turnabout on the part of 
people who are usually spending most of their 
time attacking the police! 

As a result of this affray, BNP Sunderland 
Organiser Kevin Scott has been charged with 
assault and two other BNP men, John Bowles 
and Ken Gilroy, faces charges of a breach of 
the poe They are due to appear on April 6th 


TER & ORDINARY FUND 


red thugs 


and we will let readers know the outcome of 
their cases. 


The fracas made quite big publicity over 


local radio. — 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a ` 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 


PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hackney, 
London E8 4HH 


WEST LONDON 


- PO Box 33 , Greenford, Middx. UB6 8DS 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 

PO Box 457, -London SE20 7QE 
EAST KENT 

73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 
DEVON & CORNWALL 

PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


NORFOLK 


A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 


PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 


PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 
MANCHESTER 

PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 
YORKSHIRE . 

Leeds & Bradford 

PO Box 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
Wakefield 

PO Box 42, Wakefield 

Hull 

PO Box 58, Hull HU6 7HR 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 
SCOTLAND 


PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Cambridge, Devizes (Wilts), Brierley 
Hill (W. Midlands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, 
Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Halifax and Shef- 
field. If you want to make contact with any of 
these units, or start a new unit, please write to ' 


Party Head Office at: PO Box 446, London SE23 
as By 
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THE RULE OF THE MEDIOCRE 


What is wrong with our political institutions that they 
repeatedly fail to produce real leaders? asks JIM TODD 


A BOOK has recently appeared which 
. attempts to penetrate behind the public 
: images of British Prime Ministers of the 
recent and not-so-recent past, examining 
their various eccentrcities and private 
foibles. Perhaps accidentally, the book also 
does much to reveal the grave personal 
limitations of those who rise to positions of 
national leadership under our much 
vaunted ‘democracy’. 

The book, The Prime Ministers, by William 
Douglas Home, says of the author’s brother 
Lord Home that the latter could only under- 
stand the national economy by moving 
matches about on a table. In addition to this, 
Lord Home was, according to the book, so 
absent-minded that when he and his wife 
arrived in a foreign capital on an official trip 
-= She usually had to remind him constantly of 
where they were! 

According to a review of the book in The 
Sunday Express, ‘‘almost every PM seems to 
have been a bit odd, right from the very first 
one, Sir Robert Walpole — a little red-faced 
fatty who used to sit in the Commons in filthy 
clothes, cackling coarsely and munching 
apples.” 

‘‘ Any kind of man can be Prime Minister,’ 
says Mr. Douglas Home, ‘‘mad, sane, rich, 
poor — the list is unending and, no matter 
which he is, the country will survive. That is 
the beauty of it.” 

But will the country survive? This is the 


question that must be asked in response to that 


fatuous statement. It all depends, one 
supposes, on what is meant by ‘survival’. If 
Mr. Douglas Home means that Britain has not 
during the times of these premiers been 
physically obliterated or conquered militar- 
ily, one would have to acknowledge that he 


was right. To the rational mind, however, the. 


term ‘survive’ in the political context should 
mean something rather more; it should in fact 
mean a country prospering, growing and 


deyeloping in accordance with its true 
potential and being successful in the compet- 
ition of nations. Up till about the middle of the 
19th century, it could be said that Britain had 
prospered, grown and developed — though 
whether this was in accordance with her true 
potential is arguable. Favoured by except- 
ional natural advantages by comparison with 
other great states of the world, we would have 
had to be exceedingly badly governed in those 
days not to have enjoyed the success that we 
did. However, from about midway through 
the 19th century onwards Britain, it can truth- 
fully be said, has steadily lost ground in inter- 
national competition, undergone a relative 
economic decline and seen the balance of 
world power tip increasingly away from her. 
-I would differ from Mr. Douglas Home 
therefore in saying that our succession of 
sometimes weird, and nearly always 
mediocre, national leaders, far from not 
mattering, is something that should cause us 
profound concern. 

A system of government should properly 
be judged by the quality of leaders it 
produces, and if we accept this yardstick the 
record of our own system over the 20th 
century is hardly impressive. Leaving aside 
two men of unusual talent, Lloyd George and 
Churchill, who rose to the top in the except- 
ional circumstances of wartime, and over 
whose net contributions to Britain’s well 
being there is much controversy, we are left 
with a long cavalcade of the ineffectual, the 
third rate and the utterly disastrous. Going 
backwards in time from Mrs. Thatcher, there 
have been Callaghan, Wilson, Heath, Home, 
Macmillan, Eden, Chamberlain, Baldwin, 
Macdonald, Bonar Law and Asquith — 
taking us back to the start of World War I. In 
not one single one of these personages have 
there been the combination of energy, vision, 
statesmanship, high intelligence, command 
and enlightened patriotism that are essential 


in the leaders of nations. Not one single one of 
these people has been what could be called a 
‘creator’ or ‘builder’; not one has truly shaped 
national or world events; all have merely 
reacted to events as they have occurred, and 
generally in the confused and impotent way 
that is the mark of total ineffectiveness. 

And if we look beyond Britain the picture is 
not very different. What outstanding leader 
has emerged among American presidents 
since World War II? Truman, Eisenhower, 
Kennedy, Johnson, Nixon, Ford, Carter and 
Reagan have flitted across the scene, none 
leaving a mark on history. It has been the 
Same with German Chancellors and French 
Premiers and Presidents — with the one’ 
exception of De Gaulle, who, significantly, 
Came to power in unusual circumstances and 
not through the normal process of party and 
parliamentary politics. When these men are 
compared with the likes of Bismarck, Freder- 
ick the Great, Washington, Bonaparte, 
Cromwell, Edward I, Caesar, Charlemagne, 
Gustavus Adolphus and the outstanding 20th 
century nation- and empire-builders who — 
whether one rates them as good or evil — 
Carried out constructive works of a magnitude 
that cannot be argued, it is as if placing dwarfs 
in juxtaposition to giants. 

Today Western civilisation is in direst 
Crisis and will not survive if remaining set on 
its present course. For it to achieve renewal 
and regeneration requires leadership of an 
order that we have not seen for many decades 
and which has indeed appeared only at 
isolated times and in isolated places in the 
present century — usually in the end to evoke 
the fury and hate of the rest of the world 
against it. And if such leadership is essential, 
it is first necessary that we create political 
institutions that will breed leadership — as 
our present ones have clearly failed to do. 
This, in my submission, calls for a wholesale © 
rethink in our whole attitude to politics. 


Find out about the British National Party 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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